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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Ovr WARNING last week with regard to the absolute necessity 
of completing at once the steps to be taken for opposing the 
Land Transfer Bill is emphasized by the fact that the Bill was 
in the paper of the House of Commons on Thursday for second 


reading. It was understood, however, oat OA Se en 
pay i "and that there was Bo seal probability thas 


the Bill would be brought forward on that day. It has been 

laced in charge of the presage fied who shares with the 
Lord Chancellor the advantage of no practical acquaintance with 
land transfer. Meanwhile we rejoice to hear that the work of 
organization of opposition to the Bill has been going on most 
actively throughout the country, and that everything is now 


ready for the contest. Nothing can be more than 
the spirit and energy with which the matter hee eee 


by the profession. 





THE GENERAL rejoicing at 
to the bench which he adorns 
hensions that his zeal had 
soon. He looked far from 


comple 
health. 
Ir may nor be superfluous to remind the profession that Mr. 
Justice Srrziine will commenée the i i 
in his list on Tuesday, the 30th 
same until the 11th of May on 
the 6th of May, and that duri 
and unopposed petitions will be 








in consequence of the limited state 

List, the general arran: t of the 
modification, of which due notice will 
List. 





cases, of which 363 es 

in 251 of these 

the list for the Hilary itti 

which 541 were actions f 

juries and 240 without. 

contained 849 cases, of which 

being to be heard with juri 
it might be 

Division without a jury 
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WE HavE received a complaint of an unex inconvenience 
arising out of the new regulation as to the filing of original 
orders in the Chancery Division. When, as is sometimes the 
4 case, an order requires alteration, it is the duty of the registrar 
to alter the order (not the duplicate which is issued to the 
solicitor). In order that this may be done by the registrar, the 
record has to be taken to him for that purpose. Should it be 
necestary to alter an order between the hours of 12 and 2 o’clock 
in the day, the messenger who would at other times be available 
as porter has gone to his dinner, and no deputy is told off to 
perform his duties in his absence. Either the messenger should 
— his dinner, or a deputy should be appointed during 

is somewhat protracted season of refreshment. 








Uron THE mEanine of the case of Re Street, Ex parte — 
an appeal from a receiving order, whith recently came betore the 
Divisional Court in Bankruptcy, Mr. Justice Vauauan WILLIAMS, 
in the course of his judgment, remarked that he wished to say, 


with all the — of that county court 
gistrars, when hearing t 





cases A 
creditor had not been present, nor had there 
ication made to the registrar on his behalf to 


dispense with his personal appearance. His lordship added 
that the proper course was for the petitioning creditor to be 


ee 
the petitionin 
been any app 





present, with witnesses, if a? prepares fo prove the fact 

wa 0 6 existence of the debt set forth in his petition, down to 
fhe very day of the hearing, and if he were unable to be 
provent-le thould apply to ths ropistrar to dispense with his 
presence. e@ above remarks of the learned judge were 
intended to apply to unopposed, rather than opposed, petitions, 
and may be usefully compared with the same judge’s direc- 
tions as to the practice as to opposed petitions contained in 
his judgment in Re Sanders, Ex parte Sanders (42 W. R. 650, 
38 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 632). 











WE PuBLisiH elsewhere a letter from an esteemed correspond- 
ent, in which, while acknowledging the.great ability with which 
the arguments against the Land Transfer Bill, from the point 
of view of the public, are set forth in the memorial issued by 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, he expresses an 
opinion that the council ought to have protested energetically 
against the confiscation by the Bill of vested rights secured to 
solicitors by Acts of Parliament, or, at all events, ought to have 
brought home to every solicitor the disastrous results to the 
profession which will flow from the passing of the Bill. With 
regard to the latter matter, our impression is that, in spite of all 
the “inspired” articles in favour of the Bill which, we are 
sorry to say, have appeared in legal as well as other journals, 
solicitors in general are already tolerably well aware of its real 
object and of the effect which it would have on their business. 
As to the former matter, we confess that our own opinion has 
always been, theoretically, against the almost superstitious avoid- 
ance of the point of view of the interest of solicitors. We have 
never beer able to see anything to be ashamed of ina profession 
resisting in the strongest manner any attempted encroachment 
on its privileges on the express ground that the profits or liveli- 
hood of its members will be imperilled. Doctors and divines are 
not slow to resist attacks on their purses ; why should lawyers 
be? We, at all events, cannot be accused of keeping these 
considerations in the background. On the eve of the projected 
reintroduction of the Land Transfer Bill in 1890 we published 
an article in which we remarked that “to a political disciple of 
Lord Expon the confiscation of vested rig 


ts can hardly be 
= To a member of the Government, the head of 
which has recently announced that the first way of restoring 
prosper to a nation is to give sacredness to contracts, it must 
a little embarrassing to propose to infringe a monopoly 
secured by contract of the nation—viz., by statute. To a man 
whose word has hitherto been considered his bond, it cannot be 
—. break a public pledge that the legislation of the 
ent ‘would proceed upon the lines of respecting the 
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rights of all.’”” Somehow or other the Bill was not introduced, 
and although we are not vain enough to suppose that our 
remarks had any direct effect in producing this result, we 
imagine that representations as to the confiscation of solicitors’ 

rofits which would result from its ing had a good deal to 

o with the abandonment of the B a the Conservative fe 
Government. It is, no doubt, a question whether similar b 
considerations might not now have considerable weight with d 
the leaders of the Opposition, who have, somewhat rashly, 
intimated an opinion in favour of the Bill. At the same time, 
it must be remembered that, whatever may be one’s own 
opinion on the question, it is one of tactics, to be decided by 
the judgment of the persons in charge of the opposition to the 
Bill, and that no one is so competent to judge as to the line 
of argument which will be successful with the Legislature as 
the members of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, 
who have for years had, so to speak, their fingers on the 
pulses of members of Parliament. Their skill and shrewdness 
are undeniable, and when they have come to the conclusion 
that the only arguments which will have any effect are those 
relating to the injury which the Bill is likely to inflict on 
landowners, it may be safely assumed that they have very 
good grounds for this conclusion. 
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Tue JuDGE in chambers, we are informed, recently made an 
order for service out of the jurisdiction of an order to carry on 
qeoeselien Wee a TY eo She party served was the 
executor of a deceased defendant, and was added as a defendant 
by an order in the usual form, which runs :—“‘ Ordered that the 
proceedings be carried on against the said C. D. as executor ot 
the said 4. JZ. in the same manner as they might have been 
carried on against the said 4, B. it he had not died.” The 
ex © be abroad, and the judge made his order 
for service after consideration. There is not the slightest doubt 
that the learned judge did substantial justice in allowing the 
order to be served abroad on the continuing party. If we 
venture to point out the apparent conflict between his order to j 
serve and the decided cases on service out of the jurisdiction, it 
is solely in the hope that the Rule Committee may once more 
come to realize the necessity which exists for a re-enactment of 
the rules extending order 11, which they passed in November, 
1893, and hastily withdrew in January, 1894. If the judge in 
chambers had refused to allow service abroad of the order to 
carry on proceedings, he would have rendered that order a | 
nullity and have inflicted great injustice on the plaintiff, but he 
would have been acting in strict conformity with Le sufi ' 
(34 W. R. 372, 32 Ch. D. 123). In that case Corron, L.J., 
with the full concurrence of the other members of the court, 
said, ‘The general order as to service out of the jurisdiction 
was intended to form a complete code on that subject, and to | 
shew when such service could, and when it could not be effected. 
Now rule 1 applies to writs of summons and to nothing else.”” In 
Dubout v. Macpherson (88 W. R. 62, 23 Q. B. D. 340) A. L. 
Smiru and Day, JJ., held that the words of the judgment in 
Re Busfield which we have italicized did not exclude a notice toa 
third party under ord. 16, r. 48, from the operation of order 11, 
because ord. 16, r. 48, provided that a third -party notice should 
be served ‘‘ according to the rules relating to the service of writs 
of summons.” Leave was therefore given to serve a third-p 
notice out of the jurisdiction. One other possible qualification of 
Re Busfield was mentioned by Corron, L.J., in giving judgment 
in that case. He spoke without py of the decision of 
Porzock, B., in Credits Gerundeuse v. Van Weede (32 W. R. 414, 
12 Q. B. D. 171) allowing service out of the jurisdiction of an 
interpleader summons, which decision might ‘perhaps be 
supported on the ground that the object of service was not to 
give jurisdiction over the party served, but only to give him 
notice of a proceeding affecting his rights, that he might if he | 
pleased come in and defend them.”” The net result, then, is that 
the present order 11 is a complete 


ww wee © ee Oo. et oo 












i te ae le i oa. oe £2 ee eee. oe 











wi the possible ; 


or wri 


y 
4+o—therutes relating tO service of writs; with the possibl 
Ww are in the nature of notice 
to the party served, and by service of which it is notsoughtto = 











April 27, 1595. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 

















establish jurisdiction over the person served. Now, an order 
to carry on, adding a defendant under ord. 17, r. 4, is certain] 
not a writ of summons ; nor is there any rule which says that it 
is to be served according to the rules relating to service of writs ; 
nor is it a mere notice, because it makes the party added an 
actual defendant to the action. And yet the judge in chambers 
felt that justice demanded that leave to serve it abroad should 
be given. In these circumstances we may ask whether justice 
does not demand that the rules of court should contain authority 
to serve such orders out of the jurisdiction in cases falling within 
the specific provisions of order 11? 





WE REFERRED somewhat fully last week to the case of Re 
Cliff (ante, p. 362), where service of notice of judgment out of 
the jurisdiction was refused. It isnot easy to see on what ground 
that decision can be reconciled with Credits Gerundeuse v. Van 
Weede (suprd) and the qualified — of that case in Re 
Busfield. It ,was said that an interpleader summons was only 
“notice of a proceeding affecting the rights” of the party 
served, ‘‘that he might if he pleased come in and defend them.” 
It would be difficult to find any words which would more aptly 
describe a notice of judgment under ord. 16, r.40. The party 
is served with notice of a judgment affecting his rights, and he 
is allowed a month’s time wherein he may if he pleases come in 
and defend them. If he does not he is bound by the order 
made. A person served with an interpleader summons is in an 
analogous position. If he does not come in and defend his 
rights he is bound by the judgment or order made. 


THE PRECISE question raised by the case of Mowbray and 
hed Another v. Merryweather, in which Mr. Justice OuaERrgere an 
ihomprtal,staborat wiition judgiaent on the 2nd of April (reported ante, 

p- 384), does not seem to have been covered or decided by any 
reported case, and though several similar cases were cited and 
discussed during the argument, no case could be discovered 
| where the facts were the same, or where a liability was 
: sought to be im dant under exactly similar 


ed upon a defen 
j circumstances. e point may be thus stated: Oan an em- 
ployer who is himse: 


guilty of negligence, and whose negli- 
gence is the immediate cause of injury to a workman in his 
employment, maintain an action to recover the compensation he 
has been compelled to pay to the workman inst the person 
whose breach of contract and warranty with him has been the 
efficient cause of the accident? COan he maintain such action 
notwithstanding the fact that he himself has been guilty 
of the negligence which has resulted in the damage? This 

was the point which came before the learned jnise in Mowbr 
v. Merryweather, where the facts were shortly these :—The plain- 
, tifis"SBo WERE ctovedores, undertook to discharge the cargo of the 
defendant’s ship, and the defendant contracted to supply proper 
cranes for the purpose. One of the chains so supplied by the 
defendant was defective, and whilst it was being used it broke, 
and thereby a workman of the plaintifis was seriously injured. 
The injured workman then brought an action against the 
plaintiffs, alleging as the ground of his claim that the plaintiffs 
could, by the exercise of reasonable care and skill, have 
discovered the defect in the chain, and that, therefore, they were 
guilty of negligence. This was rae admitted by the 
plaintiffs, and they settled the wor. ’s claim by paying him 
£125, which they now sought to recover from the defendant, 
,. upon the ground that he was guilty of a breach of warranty 
be sana them in supplying a defective chain. It was admitted 

™~ /, that the workman’s claim was pro 

I /~ & tiffs had been guilty of negligence in not the chain ; 
| frm / and that the defendant was guilty of a breach of warranty to- 
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wards the plaintiffs in supplying a defective chain. Upon 
these admissions the question was whether intiffs’ 
own negligence, which was the cause 

, acciden in 6m recovering e - 
ranty, which was the ultima’ use jury. C) 
learned judge held that the plain were entitled to 





recover notwi ding their own negligence, and that 
; ie 


of warranty, = 








ly settled ; that the plain- | ci 





THE QUESTION is one upon which much may be 
both sides. On the one hand, the defendant 
that, although he was guilty of 
supplying a defective chain, still 
exercise of reasonable care, have discovered 
have avoided the accident, and as the plaintiff's 
was the cause—the immediate cause—of the injury, they ought 
eel te De anon See - wes SAREE 

y their own negligence. ere is force is reasoning ; but 
there seems more reason in the view adopted be Oneal J. 
that the plain ie ome ae ae they relied on the defendant's 
warranty, and that it was thei reliance on that warrar 
which put them off their g 
exa 


mination they otherwise 
in point in favour of the 






















































intiffs is 
— 18 W. R. 848, L. R. 5 Ex, 67, 
, 20 W. R. 493, L. R. 7 Ex. 96). There the defend- 


ants, a gas company, contracted to su the plaintiff with a 
service-pipe from a main outside to a meter inside bis ises ; 
there was a defect in this pipe from which gas centgen, and as 
a servant of a gasfitter incautiously went into the room with a 
lighted candle, the escaped gas exploded and — the work- 
man. The defendants were held liable, and decision was 
based on the ground that the defendants’ breach of contract 
> supplying a Boor om 4 pipe was the primary : _ sae He 
amage, notwi i negligence o , 
The chief authority relied on by the defendant, and the one 
nearest in point in his favour was the case of ii Son » 
v. Lovett (34 W. R. 518, 16 Q. B. D. 605). e facts 
there were very similar to the facts here, but in that case 
there was one circumstance which completely distinguishes the 
— from the pe gen There it Se —_ the agree 
been guilty of no negligence, an though 

settled ae infeed workman’s claim, it was a payment which 
they were not bound in law to make, as the injury had nt 
resulted from any negligence of the plaintiffs. That case, there- 
fore, is no authority for the defendant’s contention in the present 
case, where it was admitted that the injury to the workman was 
caused by the negligence of the plaintiffs, and where, therefore, 
the plaintiffs were under a legal liability to —— the 
workman. It is worthy of note also that Cxartezs, J., seems to 
dissent from the views expressed by the learned judges of the 
Court of Session in Scotland, where, in the case of Ovington v. 
Mc Vicar (2 Macpherson, 1066), they seem to have adopted the 
position that the plaintiffs, under such cireumstances as in the 
present case, would not be entitled to recover. But it was not 
necessary to decide the exact point in that case. 





SrveRat important questions were decided by Norrs, J., in 
his recent elaborate judgment in Mara vy. Browne. The action 
was by beneficiaries under a i 
the tenant for life, and her two chi 
ainst certain solicitors carryi 

hed fa 1883 done good service 

y rescuing the funds when they were 
fo 

er, 

J. held 
e him 


to the trust pret - : y 
in jeopardy an i em in a state of securi 
the appointment a new trustees. But he also went 
and invested the funds upon securities which Nortu, 
to be improper. His active interferon 2 
LOO dé 80n a or th 0 
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pertner’s authority to intervene as 

of trust funds and to place them in 
choosing. This conclusion settled the 
as regards the children. 
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But her first interest was an interest for the joint lives of herself 


and ai y, but 
impiteation—by an interest for lier own life if she i 
Norra, J., taking a strict view of the limitations, held that 
the i distinct interest, which was in rever- 
sion le of the husband when the breach of trust was 
committed, and as six years had not elapsed since the husband’s 
death the defendants could not rely on the statute. There was 
also a claim on their behalf that Mrs. Mara’s life interest should 
be by way of indemnity under section 45 of the 
Trustee Act, 1893. The section applies where the breach of 
trust has been committed “‘ at the instigation or request, or with 
the Gotigent in writing, of a beneficiary.” It has been settled 
that the words “‘in writing” apply only to “consent” (Grifith v. 
1892, 3 Ch. 105; see per Linvtey, L.J., in Re set 
Oh., p. 265), but the instigation, though it need not be 


i ing, must involve an active participation in the breach of 
and as no such participation was proved against Mrs. Mara 
16 against her failed. 











- Tue pecision of Romer, J, in Re Wylie (ante, p. 396) places 
a beneficent, and probably a corredt Siidtesetion upon section 3 


of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893. By section 24 of 
the Wills Act, 1837, every ail is to be construed, with reference 
to the real and nal estate comprised in it, as if it had been 
executed immediately before the death of the testator. The 
effect of this provision, if taken literally, would have been to 
validate the will made during coverture of a married woman 
who survived her husband. But the Wills Act, by section 8, 
also enacted that no will made by any married woman should be 
valid, veh such a will as might have been made by a married 
woman before the ing of the Act. Hence it was held by 
the House of Sotlo ian Willock vy. Noble (L. R. 7 H. L. 580) that 
section 24 could not be made use of to assist a married woman’s 
will, and that the power of married women to make a will 
was in no way altered by the Wills Act. In order to avoid 
this decision the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, pro- 
vided, by section 3, that section 24 of the Wills Act should 
apply to the will of a married woman made during cover- 
ture, whether she had or had not any separate property 
at the time of making it, and: such will should not re- 
quire to be re-executed or republished after the death of her 
husband. Willock v. Noble was thus apparently put out of date, 
but the Act of 1893 does not items say that section 3 shall 
apply to all wills, whether made before or after the passing of 

C) ; and the question was raised in Re Wylie whether its 
— was not to be confined to the case of wills made after 

@ passing of the Act. In that case the will of the testatrix 
was made in 1862; her husband died in 1887; and she herself 
died ‘in May, 1894, The Act was passed on the 5th of Decem- 
ber, 1893, Oonsidering that the Act is only of importance in 
cases where the testatrix was married before the passing of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, it is obvious that it would 
have been robbed of much of its effect had its operation been 
limited in the manner contended for ; and, in the absence of any 
cogent reason for adopting the limitation, Romer, J., willingly 
acted on the broader construction, and gave effect to the will. 





Ir rr 18 nor too late to make the suggestion, we venture to 
the hope that Lord Hzrscuztx’s Bill to enable colonial 
to sitin the Privy Council will neither be confined, like the 

Committee Act of 1871, to judges, nor be limited in its 
operation to any particular colonies. A leading advocate at the 
colonial bar may sometimes, when a vacancy occurs, be better 
fitted for | m to the Privy Council than even the Chief 
Justice of the court in which he practises; and there cannot be 
@ surer means of exciting the jealousy of those colonies which 
have at present no claim to a voice in the deliberations of the 
Jadicial Committee, and so of retarding the growth of the 
Imperial unity which the Bill desires to foster, than to confine 
is 


its operation to one or two of the larger colonies. All that 
mecessary is to make colonial judges and lawyers of a certain 
standing eligible for promotion to the supreme Imperial tribunal. 





THE CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL. 


Tue Bill for the creation of a Court of Criminal Appeal and 
Revision of Sentences which has been introduced by Mr, 
Horwoop and Sir Henry James is a faithful copy, so the 
prefatory memorandum states, of the Bill brought in by the 
Attorney-General (Sir H. James), Sir Witt1am maa then 
Home Secretary, and the Solicitor-General (Sir F. Herscuzt) 
in 1883, as it was amended and reported to the House by the 
Standing Committee on Law in that year after very careful 
consideration. It has been revived in consequence of the 
resolutions of the Council of Judges, appended to their Report 
to the Lord Chancellor in 1892, urging the creation of a Court 
of Oriminal Appeal, and the only additions to it are such as are 
required to carry out the recommendations of the judges. In 
its present form, accordingly, the Bill confers on the court 

wer to revise sentences (clause 4 (2) ), and it enables the 
ary 5 to refer to the court any complaint made to 
him with regard to a conviction or sentence (clause 22). Sub- 
tantially, then, the Bill has already received the approval of a 
Standing Committee on Law, and the new portions have the 
sanction of the Council of Judges. 

The most important provisions of the Bill are contained in 
clauses 2 and 3, which regulate appeals in capital cases, and 
which, subject to the requirement of leave to appeal contained 
in clause 4, apply also to appeals in non-capital cases. By 
clause 2 ‘“‘a defendant convicted on an indictment before a 
court, in this Act referred to as a court of trial, upon whom 
jud t_of death has been pronounced, may, in manner in 
this Ket provided, appeal to the Court of Oriminal Appeal here- 
inafter mentioned on any ground, whether of law or fact, or of 
mixed law and fact, arising in or out of his trial.” The regula- 
tions as to the appeal are contained in clause 3, and they are 
framed, of course, to suit the fundamental principle of the Bill, 
that the right of appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal— 
though not the subsequent appeal to the House of Lords—is 
given to the defendant only, and not to the Crown. Some of 
the regulations are obviously required in the interest of justice, 
and no difficulty need be apprehended in respect of them. 
Thus where, on the hearing of the appeal, it appears that 
the grand jury had no jurisdiction to find the indictment, 
or the court of trial to try the same, or where the indictment 
combined with the verdict does not disclose any crime in point 
of law, the Court of Criminal Appeal may quash the indict- 
ment and the proceedings thereon. Where it appears that 
there was no evidence to go to the jury in proof of the crime 
charged in the indictment, the court may direct a verdict of not 
guilty to be entered. Where, in the case of a special verdict, 
the court of trial has come to a wrong conclusion on the effect 
of the verdict, the Oourt of Oriminal Appeal may correct the 
error, and may either itself pronounce the right judgment or 
may remit the case to the court of trial. Aud where it appears 
that the punishment awarded by the judgment was illegal, the 
court may itself pronounce such judgment as ought to have 
been pronounced, or may remit the case to the court of trial 
with a direction to pronounce the proper judgment. 

But while these proposals seem to furnish no ground for 
criticism, it is otherwise with the provision intended to deal 
with cases—by far the most numerous and most important class 
—in which the defendant objects that the verdict against 
him is not justified by the evidence. By sub-clause (3) of 
clause 3 it is proposed that where, on the hearing of the 
appeal, it appears to the Oourt of Criminal Appeal ‘‘ that the 
verdict _was against the evidence, or was not founded on 
sufficient evi —— or that evidence fendered by the defemiant- 
which oug ve been received was rejected, or that evi- 
dence tendered on the part of the Crown which ought to have 
been rejected was received,” the Court of Criminal Appeal may 
order a new trial. There is thus im on the court no duty 
itself to come to a decision upon the evidence, and say finally 
whether the defendant is guilty or not guilty. Allit has to do 
is to consider whether the verdict is defective in any of the ways 
just specified, and if it answers this question in the affirmative, 
its functions are ended, and the case goes back for trial before 
a fresh jury. In cases where the first jury have not had the 
right evidence before them, and also in the case, mentioned 
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tly in the same sub-clause, where by reason of the | securing uniformity of at than with the question of 
ee on of cvidovce, whether kuows of aot to the defend. the correctness of the verdict, of revision was 


ant at the time of trial, and material to have been brought 
forward ~ the interests of i there has a a hwo 
carriage of justice as to render it necessary, in interests o 
justice, that a new trial should be had, it may Le x 
to refer the matter to a jury. The second jury have 
different materials upon which to base their verdict, and there 
need not be the same uncertainty or error in the second verdict 
that there wes in the a while the defendant secures the 
ordinary right of having the charge against 
jury upon all the evidence properly available. 
ut where the objection is solel to the correctness of the 
verdict as a verdict founded upon the actual evidence given at 
the trial, the course proposed in the Bill of sending the case for 
a new trial is likely, if adopted, to lead to a good deal of 
difficulty. What principle is to guide the court in reg aay | 
whether the verdict was against the evidence or was not found 
on sufficient evidence? If the same practice is followed as 
revails in applications for a new trial in civil the 
Seavtions of the court will be very limited. There are probably 
few cases in which doubt is felt as to the correctness of the 
result where the verdict is not one which the jury might reason- 
ably have given upon the evidence before them, and, i 
to the test in civil cases, the new trial must be refused unless 
the jury were clearly wrong. But it may be safely assumed 
that this is not the test intended by the Bill. The Court of 
Oriminal Appeal can hardly say, as is frequently said in civil 
cases, that the jury were justified in their verdict though the 
court itself might have arrived at a different conclusion. The 
conditions, indeed, in a civil and criminal trial are quite different. 
In a civil trial the great object is to arrive at a conclusion on the 
facts which determine the rights of the ies, and when this 
has once been done by the proper trib the conclusion ought 
not, save for very special reasons, to be open to review. Ina 


criminal trial, on the other hand, the finality of the peg 
is not so much an object as that the ultimate endiiies 8 ap 


be right, and, consequently, it might be thought to be the duty 
of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
there is reasonable doubt whether the result of the first trial 
was correct, and not only where it is such as could not reason- 
ably have been arrived at. In other words, the court would 
intervene whenever, in the opinion of its members, the conclu- 
sion of the jury was not clearly right. This criterion, however, 
would open the way to a new trial in a large number of cases, 
and defendants would take advantage of the facility for re- 
opening the case solely on the chance of obtaining a different 
verdict from the second jury. But it will be difficult for the 
court to steer a middle course without pronouncing an opinion 
of its own on matters which, if new trials are to be allowed, 
must be left open for the jury. 

And if the court gets over the preliminary difficulty of settling 
the test according to which ae trials are to ir seabed or 
refused, there is the further difficulty that the new trial, if it 


proceeds on the same evidence, is likely to be as unsatisfactory | » 


as the former one. Of course, the fact that a new trial has been 
— is likely to weigh with the second jury, and the 
efendant will stand a fair chance of being acquitted. But the 
jury are left as the final judges of fact, and the second verdict 
aay be open to objection in exactly the same manner as the 
t. 

of a technical character, the exact import 


nt Under such circumstances the second jury are in no 


tion than the first for arriving at the truth, and their , 


verdict will carry no greater conviction of its correctness. 

We by no means say that these considerations shew con- 
clusively that new trials ought not to be allowed, but they 
suggest some of the difficulties of such a course, and make it a 
Briminal Appeal! the duty of tally deldiag upon the coe 

imi uty 0 i correct- 
ness of aon The comme hans e opinion of the 
Council of Judges in 1892, for the last of the resolutions runs as 
follows :—‘‘ The court shall not in any case have power to direct 
a new trial.” But it must be noticed that the judges were 
dealing rather with the revision of sentences, with the object of 


him decided by a | A: 


to grant a new trial whenever | j 


This will be the case, for instance, where the evidence is | j 
of which can be better | 4 
understood by a trained mind than by the mind of the average | © 
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& 12 Vict. c. 78 Proposed repeal 
Clause 7 makes all the judges of 

of Appeal, the Chancellor, : 

Criminal Ap and directs that the 
of not less three nor more than séven 

gives a further appeal to the House of Lords in respect of 
ae of law, or on a 
or the revision of sentences, ie given 
the defendant. f 
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tary , do not, so far as Europe is concerned, seem to| render annual accounts to the court of probate, and similarly in 
much assistance in the t discussion of the subject. | New Jersey to the Orphans’ Court. California has salened its 
The have been Feel g vageebomen to a circular letter | civil law to a code, the report quotes the sections relating to 
issued by the Foreign Office in August last, asking for copies of | trusts. In general the propositions contained in them corre- 
any State ions in force to secure the honest administration | spond to the doctrines of English law, but the right of a trustee 
of trusts, with regard to the office and remuneration of a| to remuneration is clearly recogni The amount may be 


public trustce, The circular was addressed to her Majesty’s 
re tatives at Paris, Rome, Berlin, Vienna, Brussels, Stock- 
and Washington. In several countries there is the 

i difficulty that trusts are not recognized by law, 
lore no report on them is possible. Thus from 


and 
as the term is understood 


Brussels comes the reply that trus 
in England, do not exi um, being contrary to the 
irit of the ci @ in force in that country ; from Paris, that 
which are recognized by the French 

8 


are no trusts in Fran 
law; frodf Hons, thet nothing exists in_Ttly analigans ta h 
institution of public 5 in consequence there are no 
g their administration. 

@ last of these replies seems to shew that the writer had mis- 
understood the nature of the trusts with re to which he had 
to inquire, but a more remarkable mistake been made in the 
report which comes from Berlin. Sir Epwarp Mater commis- 
sioned Dr. Wxnzr, the legal adviser to the Embassy, to prepare 
& memorandum on the subject, and that learned gentleman, 
instead of replying, as in the cases just mentioned, that there 
are no trusts in , appears to have confounded trusts 
with bailments, and he sends an elaborate disquisition dealing 
in the first place with the duties of a bailee of property, and 
then passing to other matters as remote from trusts as under- 


stood in English law as can well be imagined. Turning over 


the pages of the report we find sections devoted to the liability 
of innkee and of carriers, to the law of railways (including 
liability for deaths and bodily injuries caused by the working 


of railways), and of transport by sea. The post office comes in 
for a share of the writer’s attention, and then he gets somewhat 
nearer his proper subject with a section on guardianship and 
curatorship, but leaves it again to diverge into the law of bank- 
ruptcy. this way the report from Germany occupies thirty out 
of the fifty-four of which the paper consists, and the whole 
appears to be quite useless. 

Of European countries there remain Austria, and Sweden 
and Norway. A short report sent from Vienna avoids the 
error into which the German embassy fell. The trustee, we 
are told, in the strict English sénse of the word can hatdly 
be in Austria, and it is impossible 
to give a single rendering of the expression in the German 
language. But a at belonging to minors, orphans, lunatics, 
&e., which in d would generally be administered by 
trustees, is in Austria under the care of district courts of 
chancery which delegate the details of administration to 

ians or curators, occupying in most respects a position 
similar to that of the English trustee, only subject to the more 
direct control of the tribunals. Public trusts, such as hospitals, 
endowed schools, &c., are never administered by private 
individuals without the direct intervention of State control either 
through the courts of chancery or one of the ministries. The 
idea of trusteeship in connection with marriage contracts is 
unknown. The —— from Sweden and Norway also comment 
on the difficulty of finding anything in the legal systems of 
those countries corresponding with English trusts. 

In the United States there is naturally less difficulty in 

ng information about trusts. The first batch of reports 
relate to the States of New York, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Rhode Island, and Delaware. In none of these is there an 








public trustee, though in the several counties of New York there 
are public adninistrators who administer the estates of persons 
who die intestate, whether in or out of the state, leaving 
property situated within the counties. In New York the 
hw of a will receive $F pemenaceme for their services calcu- 
lated at a percen on all moneys received and paid, varyin 
from five per cent. for sums not exceeding 1,000 Selina wen 
cent. for sums above 10,000. This is in addition to their 
Jost and reasonable expenses. The state legislature has 
— se senagae i. — companies authorizing them to 
as trustees, may be appointed trustees, guardians, 
receivers, &c., by the court, Ta Unadeetlion! trastess have 6 


y total of sixteen members on the council. 





specified by the instrument of trust, in which case the trustee 
can claim no more; but where the instrument is silent, he 
is entitled to the same remuneration as an executor. 
This from seven per cent. on the first 1,000 dollars 
to one per cent. on the excess over 100,000 dollars. By an Act 
passed in 1894 the court is empowered to appoint a trustee to 
take charge of and e real and personal property in 
California of any person who is missing for ninety days, 

Other states resemble the foregoing in the absence of any public 
trustee, and in the recognition of the right of a private trustee 
to be paid for his services. In Maryland he gets nine per cent. 
on the first 300 dollars, and four per cent. on the excess over 
8,000 dollars. In Virginia trustees may, on the motion of any 
interested party, be required by the court to give security. 
They have always been allowed reasonable remuneration ; the 
usual practice is to allow five per cent. on all sums er | 
through their hands. The commission is the same in Sou 
Carolina. In Illinois executors and administrators are allowed 
as compensation for their services a sum not exceeding six per 
cent. on the amount of the personal estate, and not exceeding 
three cent. on the money arising from real estate, and by a 
law of 1891 testamentary trustees may be allowed a reasonable 
compensation. The laws of this state make elaborate provision 
for the administration of trusts by co tions, but the compen- 
sation to a corporation is not to ex that allowed to natural 
persons for the same services, Under a law of 1881 a public 
administrator is appointed in each county, but letters of admin- 
istration granted to him are revoked when it appears that a 
widow or next of kin or a creditor is entitled to ees. In 
the ten other states of the consular district of Chicago the laws 
as to the administration of trusts are similar to those in Lilinois. 

The only state which has tried the experiment of a public 
trustee appears to be Colorado. Here such an official is 
appointed in each county with a population of over 50,000 
inhabitants, and he is bound to accept the duties of trustee or 
successor in trust under’any deed of trust affecting real estate in 
the venag 6 

Upon the whole it appears that, save in the case of adminis- 
tration of the estates of deceased ms where no private 
administrator can be found, there is no tendency in the United 
ey a 
bya public ft . On the other hand, it is clear that our 
Anrerioan cousins have ceased to believe in a system under 
which a man undertakes without reward to sacrifice his time 
and to incur grave responsibilities in ing the affairs of 
others. The administration of trusts by a private trustee is the 
most convenient system for the beneficiaries, but lish law 
and practice have been, perhaps, at fault in giving em this 
convenience for nothing. The chief result of the Foreign Office 
report will be to suggest to trustees that their position in this 
requires alteration. 














The St. James’s Gazette says that the four inns of court referred the 
application for funds for the council to a special committee. A grant 
of £1,000 a year, or of £250 per annum from each inn of court, was asked 
for the bar council ; in return for which it was to allow each of 
the four inns to send four; representatives no! by the benchers to 
the bar council, thus giving the benchers a t representation of a 

e first report of the a 
committee was to the effect that the inns of court should decline to 
council, or to su it by money, till its 

t the of Lincoln’s-inn 


f 
i 
Pi 
z 
d 


has adopted the report, which is 

each grant £150 annum to the council, or £600 a year in all; that 
all the inns 
tions be added to, so as to secure 
council of barristers of over ten years 


7 


that the bar council is not to interfere with the property or functions of 
the inns of court ; and the annual audit of the bar council by each of the 
four inns of court, 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In 7 to this Bill I have lately @ memorial to 
the member of Parliament moe ae the division in which I reside. 
The memorial is that promul, with the authority of the 
Incorporated Law Society. Its weighty and tersely 
expressed, but the subject is treated from the point of view of the 
public only, and there is not the slightest allusion to the disestablish- 
ment of solicitors, so far as land transfer is concerned, which the Bill 
proposes to effect, 

I ask myself, in wonder, Does the an body of solicitors realize 
that, if the Bill passes, the vested rights secured to them by statute, 
in reliance upon which they have spent large sums in entering the 
profession and have spent many years in following it, and in con- 
sideration of which they have borne special taxation, will, as to 
land transfer, totally disappear? Is it not the fact that under the 
proposed system the solicitor will have no greater rights than an 
ordinary member of the public? Nay, in some he 
actually be worse off, for he will still be specially and subject 
to tions not affecting new members of the profession. One can 
i e what sort of unqualified tout will infest the neighbourhoods 
of the i and Auction Mart if this Bill should pass. 

I do not, of course, claim that the Legislature is not competent to 
alter the system of land transfer irrespective of solicitor’s profits, 
but I do say that it is the vested right of solicitors to exclusively 
work any system which may be adopted, and that a measure is 
politically immoral which allows either the officials of a Government 
office or the general public to compete in practice with solicitors 
unless due compensation is made for what is taken from them. 

Yet we see such a measure promoted by a Lord Chancellor, the 
head of the legal profession and admittedly of high character, and no 
authoritative remonstrance, grounded on vested rights, made by the 
Incorporated Law Society. 

When the exclusive rights of proctors were abolished they received 
compensation for the loss of those rights, and even by the Welsh 
Church Disestablishment Bill, now before the Legislature, the vested 
rights of livin ms are recognized, 

What would the barristers say of a measure which gave the right 
of advocacy to the unqualified officials of a Government office, or to 
any other person who chose to assume that right? Or what would 
be said of a p to ignore the Queen’s warrants ting the 
rank and privileges of the army? Or of a to reduce 
the salaries or pensions of Lord Chancellors and judges without 


regard to existing interests ? And yet this is just the treatment which 
Lord Herschell pro to mete out to solicitors. In the words of 
Mr. Thos. , “The Government which gave solicitors their 


licence, and makes them pay for it, is shewing a disposition to cem 

in business with its own licensee. As a commercial transaction 
between man and man that would be promptly checked by the 
interference of the courts.” 

I am not unmindful of what the profession owes to the Incor- 
porated Law Society in this matter, but notwi ing all that the 
society has done, it will not have fulfilled its duties if it neglects to 
bring home to every solicitor the full significance of Lord Herschell’s 
pro and to place in the foreground of the opposition the vested 
rights of the profession. A Soricrror. 


[See observations under the head of “ Current Topics.”—Eb. S. J.] 





SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION OF NOTICE OF 
ORDER ON ORIGINATING SUMMONS. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have read the letters from Mr. Arthur 8, Mather published 
by you, and also the article on the above subject ing in your 
issue of the 6th inst., and as I was engaged m the case of Re Cliff 
(not Cliffe) I shall be obliged if you can find space for this letter. 

The question put by Mr. Mather is as to what is the 
panties is Baw of he dechion te Se Cee - 
ments or orders on ies abroad. I think ‘there can be no 
that the decisions in that case (as appears by the shorthand 
were to the effect that the proper course is to give a kind of in 










ATtel nforms : given pher question p 
whether the pang to whom it is given would be bound by the 
ceedings. If on receiving the informal notice he appears (but 


is some question as to how he is to do this) there would be no diffi- 
culty, but if he does not do so I conceive he would not be bound, and 
Mr. Justice North appears to have held this view, as he intimated 
that the court could with service, and 





sequently the alteration of that 


1893 (afterwards withdrawn), ees. ovens out of the jurisdic- 
tion, would only have ied in the referred to. Other actions 
commenced by origi 
, and that rule would also have required 
ren on of the jurisdiction in such other actions. 
il 25. 





THE WORKING OF THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 


Sir,—As an illustration of the unfair working of the Finance Act, 
the following case ane he te 
in the 


Under the will of a testator who 1877, his real 
estate was given u) cart Sor oul, bis aiiedran fave 0 Wie tedanalh: 
the property, or proceeds, on her death, going to the children 


equally. 
In 1885, in order to ¢ an end to the trusts of the will, a re- 
settlement (the form of which does not affect the question) was made 
of the property ; ant, in cote See ee es ere 
would have become payable on the death of e 
paid under discount. 
The widow having recently died, estate 
principal value of the real estate devised by 
It is, of course, clear, that under section 1 of the Act and 
pes = the Ist Schedule, the one per cent. duty, if it not 
paid in advance in 1885, would not now be payable on the 
death of the widow (this is admitted by the con’ 3 
was, therefore, made to deduct the amount of that duty from the 
estate duty now pa 
behin whip ee Aemen ong 4 no a Aum 
making an allowance ind against estate duty, 
returning the one per cent. duty. which was previously and, 
accordingly, decline to entertain claim, though it is o ya 
wT des met agpenr qua ans remedy, but it is striking 
t not appear any > t is a 
nae ase peveki’ Gan tf be aoeeee tat Gee 
is in case payable than property actually 
under the will of the deceased tenant for life to her children. 
17, Bedford-row, April 23, 





PAYMENT OF RATE§.IN RURAL PARISHES. 
[To the Editor of ‘the Solicitors’ Journal.) 





occupiers: see 4(1 
such rates from the rent: my 
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shall be rated to the poor rate instead of the occupiers, and thereupon 
the overseers shall rate the owners instead of the occupiers, and shall 


allow them en sbatement of 15 per cent. ; ond, Dy aoetien $, where an 

owner who has me liable to oor rates Oo or neglects 

| to @ occupier may pay the same and deduct the 
bibs ° . J.J ; 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
HOOD-BARRS », CATHCART—North, J., 24th April. 


Jupemenrt Creprron—Inrerest ry LAND INCAPABLE OF BEING TAKEN IN 
Exxovtton—27 & 28 Vicr. oc. 112. 
settlement dated the 19th of July, 1887, Mrs. Cathcart 
was entitled to a life interest in certain real —— without power of 
9 aera medi egy having a life interest in remainder, and there 
to children, with an ultimate limitation, in default of 
to Mrs. Cathcart in fee simple. There had not been, up to the 
+ so time, any children of the analone. A judgment creditor brought 
action for relief by foreclosure or sale this interest in 
remainder, and submitted that 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112 did not apply, because 
the interest was incapable of being taken in execution, and that he 
was entitled to relief under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, as. 11, 13. 
J., enid that 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112 provided that no judgment 
was to land until it was actually taken in execution, and in section 
2 **land ” was defined in the largest possible terms. The Act did not 


1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, but required jndgment creditors to do some- 
fresh before they were eiitifle e benelit of the Saflier : 


Ss nad no heen CLL! litADIC Cle t 
not affect 



















a 







ne] UWOl 


iy De eg or eq @ » BU ne Tap 
did the land. It was said that the Act only applied to property 
that could be taken in execution, but he could find no such limitation in 
the statute, and must dismiss the action.—Counsst, 8. Hall, Q.C., and 
C. Johnston Edwards. Soutcrrorns, Hood-Barrs § Co. 


[Reported by G. B. Hamirow, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re HEDLEY, Er parte THE BOARD OF TRADE—Vaughan Williams 
and Kennedy, JJ., 23rd April. 


Banxaurtcy—Discuarce—Mispemeanovur oR FELONY CONNECTED WITH 
gue Banxrvurtroxy—Banxevrroy Acr, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 71), s. 


8 (2). 
This was an the of from an order of his Honour 
} the late Judge “Séymour, in the county court of Newcastle-on- 


pt’s discharge for three years. The bank- 

pg pa da al, gee and also the secretary of a building society and 
of . A receiving order was made against him 

in October, 1891, at which he was in prison under a sentence of six 
weeks’ hard labour for embezzling moneys of the building society to which 
: §_societ: ed in the be itcy for over £400, 

thirty ns whom he had collected ren s proved for £1,200, 
and the 8 me Church body proved for £98, all sums appropriated by 
his own use. The ostate paid a dividend of 10d. in 
October, 1894, the ban ¢ applied for his discharge. The 
official receiver reported five offences under section 8 (3) of the Bankruptcy 
which were, insufficient books fraud, or fraudulent 
trust; and also that the bankrupt had committed a felony in 

with his bankruptcy within the meaning of section 8 (2) of the 

same Act, = felony the embezzlement for which he had been 
with 







J 
+ 


county court judge found that this was not a “‘ felony 
h connected the bankruptcy,” but accepted the rest of the official 
receiver’s er suspended the discharge for three years. 

The on two grounds: first, that the embezzle- 
connected with the bankruptcy ” within the m 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, and that, therefore, the 

ought to have been absolutely refused; and secondly, that 
the embezzlement not to have been a felony connected with the 
, the fraud or fraudulent breach of trust found by the judge to 
have been reported by the official receiver was an offence deserving 
' @ more severe than three years’ suspension. 

Vavenan Wutiams, J.—The first point here depends upon the construc- 
tion we are to put on section 8 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890: 
“ that the court shall refuse the discharge in any case where the 
has committed any misdemeanour under the Debtors Act, 1869, 


er the principal Act, or any other misdemeanour coungeted path 

bankruptcy, or any felony connected with his bankruptcy. 1) 
is is to be read as extending the Debtors Act, 1869, and the 
ip Far i eneris with the offences in those two 





ef earlier Acts. think, " a ‘felony connected with the 
bankruptcy ’’ would be, first, one there was a conviction ts 
© fac which the 







about 


45 





; -! 
BYe Misconduct as a bankrupt or in view of 
. This offence does not come within those classes, 
he county court j was right in his finding on 
p second point, I that the bankrupt was 








very leniently dealt with, but I do not think we sit here to comet the l 
aliting é 






decision of the county court 
tliérefore will not interfere 
exercise of his discretion. 
Kennzpy, J., concurred in dismissing the appeal.—Oounsgt, Muir 
Mackenzie ; Strahan. Soutcrrors, Solicitor to the Board of Trade ; Criddle. 


{Reported by P. M. Faanoxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 

THE BOARD OF TRADE v. THE PROVIDENT CLERKS’ AND GENERAL 
GUARANTEE ASSOCIATION (LIM.)— Lawrance and Kennedy, JJ., 
10th April. 

Banxrurtoy—Trustee—Dvties or—Trustee civine INDEMNITY WITHOUT 
Avrsorrry or Boarp or Trape—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. 
c. 52), ss. 74, 75. 


Case stated by consent for the opinion of the court under order 34. 


The action was oe by the plaintiffs, the Board of Trade, to ver & 
sum . god to be due from the defen: on & ted 
t th of March, 1891. The facts are sufficiently set out in the written 
judgment of the court. 


Kennepy, J., read the judgment of Tue Covrr.—The claim of the 
plaintiffs in this special case is upon a bond of the 17th of March, 1891, 
given to the plaintiffs by the defendants and George Hendry, the trustee 
in the bankruptcy of one Weissenfeld. By the bond the defendants 
became bound in the sum of £300, the material words of the condition of 
the bond being, ‘ If the said trustee shall and do from tiie to time well 
and sufficiently perform and execute all and singular the duties required 
of him as trustee by the Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890, or any general 
rules made or hereafter to be made under such Acts, or if the said trustee 
shall fail therein and the said association shall make good any loss or 
damage occasioned by any such default made after the date hereof to the 
estate of the said bankrupt.” The plaintiffs sue the defendants upon 
this bond, and the question is whether the trustee has failed in the per- 
formance of his duties, and loss or has been occasioned by his 
default to the estate of the bankrupt. It is unnecessary for the — 
of this judgment to recapitulate in any detail the circumstances, which are 
set fo , the case. Shortly stated, the material points 


are these: mt to the amount of about £562 was owing to the 
trustee as re mting the bankrupt’s estate. The trustee distrained by 
his t, Sinclair, for this rent. Sinclair, in levying the distress, acted 


ill y by a forcible . The tenant commenced an action against 
the trustee and Sinclair for illegality, claiming, inter alia, a return of 
the goods seized under the distress. The trustee, with the sanction of the 
Board of Trade, defended the action. He directed Sinclair to sell the 
goods seized, and Sinclair did so, but only upon the trustee giving him mm 


writing his personal indemnity against the consequences. were 
sold, and realized £281 17s. ns trustee was not authorized by the Board 
of Trade to give any inde It was an act which, in our judgment, 


he could not properly do thout that authority. We are further of 


opinion that under the sections 74 and 75 of the Ban! y Act, 1883, 
and rule 295, it was the duty of the trustee, i the distress 
was realized, to require and procure the proceeds to be paid into the Bank- 


ruptcy Estates Account, and that in not doing so, but allowing his co- 
defendant to keep these proceeds under his control, the trustee failed to 
perform his statutory duty. The tenant, who, as we have said, was sui 
the trustee and for their tortious conduct, on after the 

to Stirling, J., for an order that the £281 17s. should paid into court. 
The trustee appeared upon the summons and did not oppose, but explained 
that he was bound to pay the proceeds of the sale into the Bankruptoy 
Estates Account, and he gave an undertaking that the money when paid in 
should not be dealt with without notice to the plaintiff in the action. No 
order was made upon the summons. The trustee asked Sinclair for the 



















£281 17s., but Sinclair refused to part with the money, and the trustee, 
wrongly our opinion, took no steps to enforce paymen ; 

on wrong Strese As ba * apne I ai p oD for the 
plaintiff for damages, and these were assessed by official referee at 


a tp us capen — Brey ryan of Be Rie pong 
80 , by the a tment of a ver, to get ion of ti B., 
which bed still a the control of Sinclair and his solicitor, but failed 
to do so, upon the = in the Divisional Court, to which the matter 
had gone on appeal the vacation judge, who had made an order for 
a receiver, that the plaintiff in the action, having obtained judgment for 
damages, could not recover the money produced by the proceeds of sale. 
The money was, in fact, used by Sinclair towards payment of the costs 
incurred to his solicitor in the action. In auditing the trustee’s accounts 
the Board of Trade have surc’ ed him with this sum of £281 17s., and 
the accounts, being so sure’! , shewed a balance of £120193. due from 
the trustee. This is the sum which the Board of Trade in the present 
action seeks to recover from the defendants. The trustee now 
himself a ——-. We are of opinion that the trustee 
and make default in his st es, an ne 
damage thereby, are entitled to the sam 

It 7 clear 
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as has been already stated, was not an act which the trustee could rightly 
do without the authority of the Board of Trade, which, as no committee of 
inspection was a) ted, exercised the functions of a committee of 
inspection. But it iscontended on behalf of the defendants that Sinclair, 
having got the indemnity, was entitled for his own security to retain the 
proceeds of the sale, which he consented to carry out only on the condition 
of receiving the indemnity, and that if the giving of the indemnity by the 
trustee was an unauthorized, and therefore an , act, yet that 
the Board of Trade, representing the creditors of the , cannot at the 
same time claim the proceeds of the sale and disaffirm the act of the 
trustee in giving the indemnity without which the sale would not have 
taken place. It appears to us that this argument is not well founded. 
Even assuming with the counsel for the defendants, that, as between the 
trustee and Sinclair, Sinclair, having got the trustee’s indemnity, 
was entitled as against him to hold the proceeds as security, which appears 
to us to be at least open to question, we do not see how the 
because unautho: » conduct of the trustee in a bargain with 
his agent can avail the trustee or the defendants in action, as his 
guarantors, in answer to the claim of the Board of Trade, representing 
creditors, that he was guilty of default in not getting payment of 
the proceeds of the d he crupicy [state ccount. 
ot, and consequently his tors therefore cannot, be heard 
plead, as an excuse for the loss of these moneys, that by an t 
which he could not properly, as against the estate, enter into with his 
agent, he put it out of his power to pay into the funds of the estate 
moneys of the estate which came into the agent’s hands. Indeed, this 
was the view of the trustee himself, as is clear from what passed on the 
hearing of the summons before Stirling, J., and from his subsequent 
request to Sinclair to pay over these moneys. It was further contended 
for the defendants that, if there was a default on the part of the trustee, 
it was not a ‘‘ wilful’’ default. In our opinion the terms of the bond do 
not make the defendants liable only in the event of a ‘ wilful’? default ; 
but, if they ought to be so construed, it appears to us that what the 
trustee did in this case may properly be so designated, and that the 
particulars set out in paragraphs 11, 12, and 13 of the eS case are 
sufficient. The eaaies iment he had no authority to give indemnity ; 
he knew, and he stated to Stirling, J., that the of the distress, 
when realized, ought to be paid by him into the Bankruptcy Estates 
Account ; he requested Sinclair to hand them over to him for the purpose 
of their being paid into that account, and then he took no steps to enforce 
the payment which he knew and had thus openly acknow ought to 
be made, but left this asset of the estate in the hands of agent and 
his agent’s solicitor. It seems clear to us that the trustee failed, with his 
eyes open, and not either inadvertently or by any oversight, to perform 
his statutory duty ; that money was lost to the estate thereby ; that a just 
claim on the bond for £120 19s. is thereby created, and that the plaintiffs 
are entitled to recover that amount from the defendants.—CounseL, Muir 
Mackenzie; A. R. Kirby. Soxscrrons, Walter Murton ; Wansey, Boswen, $ 
Co. 






















(Reported by Sir Suznstroy Baxenr, Bart:, Barrister-at-Law.) 


THE GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY CO. v. PALMER—12th February. 


Rartway Company—ConpDIrIon INDORSED oN Excursion TickeT—PassencEr 
TRAVELLING on TO A SraTion BEYOND THE TERMINAL SraTION NAMED 
on Ticker—Conrract—ReasonaB_e Notice or tHat ConpiTtion—Ricur 
or CoMPANY TO TREAT Farp Parp as Forrerrep. 


This was a test case arising out of a county court action, heard by his 
Honour Judge Bagshaw, sitting at the Huntingdon County Court, who 
gave judgment in favour of the defendant, and granted leave to appeal on 
the condition that the com would the costs of the a in an 
evélit. 6 of August last year ot excur- 
S10 tickets from Peterborough to Woodhall Spa for the day of issue and 
return in seven days, by a train which ran as far as H , & station 
beyond Woodhall S The defendant, a lady, took an excursion ticket 
from Peterborough oodhall Spa, paying the sum of 4s. 6d. for it, 
the ordinary single fare being 3s. lia, and the ordinary return fare 
7s. 1ld. Instead of getting out at Woodhall Spa, the lady went on to 
Horncastle, and there gave up the first half of her excursion ticket and 
tendered as well 54d. the ordinary fare, by the same class, from Woodhall 
Spa to that station, which, however, was refused. On the 7th of August 
the defendant returned, and before starting purchased at Horncastle a 
single ticket to Woodhall Spa. When the train stopped at Woodhall 
Spa she did not alight, but went on to Peterborongh, and there gave up 
the two tickets as her fare for the whole journey from Horncastle to 
Peterborough. The company declined to accept this, and demanded 
3s. 11}d., the difference between the 4s. 11d. she bad paid, and 8s, 11d., 
the ordinary return fare between Peterborough and Horncastle. This 
lady declined to pay, and the company instituted proceedings in the 
county court, en fraud, as they considered that the lady had 
acted under an honest belief that she, as one of the public, was entitled to 
do what she had done. T j the fare refused 
by the ey when she gave up her ticket at Horncastle—as full dis- 
charge of all liability, and did not appear, nor was she ted at the 


represen: 
trial. The learned county court joes decided that on the general law | the 


the claim of the ae ge | could not be maintained, and that the condition 
printed on the back of the ticket, to the effect that, ‘‘if used for 
any other station than that mentioned, the ticket would be 
forfeited and the full fare paid,’ was applicable only to intermediate 
stations, and did not apply to stations beyond which the excursion 
terminated. He did not decide the questions whether the condition 
indorsed on the ticket was known to the lady as containing the terms of 
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have been raised at the trial, the first, whether the condition that the 
ticket was available only for the station indicated was part of the contract 
and could be enforced by the company. . On that point he entirely agreed 













with expressed by his brothe' 

Soar the condition Mae PAT been OD ought home to ee senate 
company appeared at the trial, the sole point of law ra 

was that which the plaictiffs wished to argue : but he could not pass over 


this question altogether, because if the defendant had been represented by 
counsel at the trial, this would have been a proper question to have 
raised, and a serious doubt would have arisen as to whether or not enough 
Se nar Ca cempeny tb the condition on the back of the 
ticket to the of the S , however, was not a question 
they were called _ to ide, or he certainly should have hesitated, 
before coming to the conclusion that the plaintiffs in the present case had 
given sufficient notice to the defendant of the condition of the contract, as 
evidenced by the ticket they had issued. The point,} however, had not 
been raised, and they were bound, therefore, to decide that the judgment 
of the county court judge must be reversed.—Counse, (. A. Russell and 

OC. Fleetwood Pritchard. Soxtcrrons, Nelson, Barr, § Nelson ; 


{Reported by Exsxiyz Rern, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orper or Covrr. 
Monday, the 8th day of April, 1895. 
I, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby order that the action mentioned in the schedule hereto shall be 
reson been to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, 


Sougputz, 
Mr. Justice Currry (1895—M.—No. 72). 
Between Benjamin Newstead (Plaintiff), and William Stubbs Limited 
(Defendant). Harscuk11, C. 





Orper or Court. 
Saturday, the 20th day of April, 1895. 
I, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby order that the actions mentioned in the schedule hereto shall be 
transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 


ScHEpDvute. 
(Mr. Justice Currry (1895—A.—No. 241). 
Between The Assurance Trust vm gee Limited (Plaintiff) and The 
Hounslow Brewery Company Limited (Defendant). 


Mr. Justice Strate (1895—W.—No. 599). 
Between Charles Alfred Walter (Plaintiff) and the Hounslow Brewery 
Company Limited and another (Defendants). . 
Mr. Justice Currry (1895—S.—No. 869). 
Between Sir Arthur Sullivan, Knight (Plaintiff), and the Hounslow 
Brewery Company Limited and another (Defendants). Herscuext, 0. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Anprrw Joun Laacu, Q.C., has been appointed to be a Puisne 
Judge of the Supreme Court of the Straits Settlements. 
Mr. J. Wai Davies, solicitor, of Abergele, North Wales, and 
London, has been unanimously elected Clerk to the Denbighshire Rural 
District Council 


Mr. Grorcs Farwett, Q.C., and Mr. 0. E. H. Cuapwycx Hratey, 
Q.C., have been elected Benchers of the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s- 
inn, in succession to the late Mr. James Dickinson, Q.C., and the late 
Mr. Robert John Biron, Q.C., the Metropolitan police magistrate. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vtions. 

Groner Bovtron, James Bouton, Grorcs Panis SanpeMan, and Gop- 
yrey Boutron, solicitors (Boulton, Sons, & Sandeman), 214, Northampton- 
sq Clerkenwell, London. Jan.1. The said James Boulton, George 
Paris and Godfrey Boulton will continue the business under 
the present style or firm of Boulton, Sons, & Sandeman. 


Epuunp Warnrvsre and Frepsrick Kincu, solicitors (Warriner & 
Kinch), 188, Fleet-street, London. April 15. The said Edmund Warri- 
ner continue to at 188, Fleet-street, and the said Frederick 
Kinch at Lonsdale bers, 27, Chancery-lane. [ Gazette, April 19. 

Francis James Benpatt and Hanoi Joun Evans, solicitors (Bendall & 
Evans), Milford Haven. April 17. [ Gazette, April 23. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 





Re Epwarp Atrrgo Woottey, deceased, formerly a partner of the firm | Tuesda: 


of Cobbold & Woolley, of 33, Chancery-lane, and afterwards of 77, Chan- 
cery-lane.—All persons having in their possession any lease or leases 
granted, or purported to be granted, by Edward Hammond Thompson to 





the abovenamed Edward Alfred Woolley are requested to send full par- 


ticulars thereof—viz., dates, parties, property, rent, and term, also full 
particulars of and dates of any charges or incumbrances thereon, as yee d 
as possible to us, the undersigned.—Russell, Son, & Scott, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers, E.C., solicitors for Edward Hammond Thompson. 


Wanted, the Settlement (or a Draft or Copy) on the Marriage of 
Lieutenant-Colonel (afterwards Major-General) James Power to Miss 
Carotinz Browns, in or about A t, 1831, relating toa sum of £1,000 
£3 10s. Cent. Annuities. 0. trustees— William Whateley, of the 
Inner Temple, Henry Newcome, and David Hall. James Power died in 
February, 1851, and Caroline Power in January, 1855, Information to be 
furnished to Messrs. Rose & Johnson, solicitors, 13, Delahay-street, West- 
minster. 


GENERAL, 


In summing up in a recent case, in which it was alleged that the parties 
had acted as “rook” and “ pigeon,” Mr. Justice Cave said that, for his 
own part, he felt no agetty for either rook or 2. aed hoe the pigeon 
was generally a person who would be a rook if he brains enough. 


The Lord Chief Justice presided over a meeting of some of the 
judges of the Queen’s Bench Division in his —_ room at the Law 
Courts on Tuesday, when the provisions of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
Bill were discussed. A further meeting is to be held on Monday next at 
eleven o’clock in order to consider the provisions of the Bill and the reso- 
lutions of the Council of Judges of July, 1892, and to transact other 
business. 

According to Stubbs’ Weekly Gazette the number of failures in England 
and Wales gazetted during the week ending April 20 was 121. The num- 
ber in the corresponding week of last year was 182, shewing a decrease of 
61. The number of of sale in England and Wales registered at the 
Queen’s Bench was 129. The number in the corresponding week of last 
year was 195. The receiving orders gazetted number 69, shewing a 
decrease of 31, and the number of registered deeds of arrangement was 
52, a decrease of 30. ’ 


It is stated that ye the death of Mr. Richard Ridehalgh, an old 
Bradford conveyancer, who practised for half a century, Mr. J. C. Ayre, 
a Manchester solicitor, and Mr. Carr, a solicitor of Nelson, Lancashire, 
are residuary legatees in equal shares of an estimated real and personal 
property approac £400,000. The amount to Mr. Ridehalgh’s account 
at the Bradford is over £150,000, and had been untouched for a 
long period. The testator was a bachelor, and died without near relatives. 
The legatees, it is stated, are distant relatives and god-children of the 


According to a Parliamentary paper just published, in the twenty-four 
years which have elapsed since 1870 the rateable value of land in England 
and Wales has been reduced by £6,180,000, or 15°5 per cent., and the total 
rateable value of land is now only £33,654,000, or 20°9 per cent., a little 
more than one-fifth of the whole. The assessments of buildings have 
increased by £47,504,000, or 86 per cent , and they are now 63°7 per cent. 
of the whole. Railways have increased by £9,000,000, or 184°8 per cent., 
and their rateable value now stands at 8°6 cent., or about one-twelfth 
of the whole; and other property, including mines, waterworks, canals, 
&c., has increased by £5,887,000, or 117-6 per cent., and now stands at 6°8 
per cent. of the whole, or about one-fifteenth. 


Mr. Justice Hawkins, in discharging, on Wednesday, jurors from 
further attendance at the Liverpool Intermediate Assizes, said it would 
be a great satisfaction to those interested in assize work to know that, as 
regards common juries, there was tried only one case at these assizes. 
With regard to the three cases on the list for trial without jury, it was 

robable that two of them would be settled, so that they had a visit to 
Tavempel for what he called idle business. It was positively a waste of 
time. If people would only take the trouble to consider, they would see 


the cost of the week’s assizes and the great inconvenience it gave jurors to 
come when they were not wanted. The very matters decided could have 
waited over for another f t. It seemed to him that the question as 
to whether these assizes should be continued was one that deserved very 
serious consideration. There was a great deal of work to be done in 
London, and yet pone were sent down to waste about two weeks 
between Manchester Li commenced. 


verpool before the real assizes 
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put in the paper to be so | 


| | uno sed for Keke- 
Saturday ss! wich 3), am, and 


enter baal 20...Sitting in chambers 

esday .....21 i 

Wednesday 22 | General paper — 
Thursday ...23 | Mots for Kekewich, J, and 


{gen pa 
Friday ...... 24 Sots, adj sums and gen pa 
Sht cans, ard _ ad 
unopposed ‘or Keke- 
Saturday ...25) wich, J.), adj sums, and 


" Betis j 
Monday......27...8itting in chambers 
Tuesda: 


2 
- 
Wed. .........29 » General paper 
Thursday ...30 ) 
Friday 31...Motns, adj smns, & gen pa 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers, includ- 
ing minutes of the pro judgment or 
order, must be left with the judge’s clerk 
one clear day before the cause is to be 
we into the paper. 
itness actions may be taken on days 
other than those mentioned above; of 
these due notice will be given. 


Cuancery Court, IV. 
Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 


The following will be the Order of Business 
according to the days of the week :— 

Monday —sitting in Chambers. 

ee. Wednesday, Thursday—General 

aper. 

Friday om we OS and May 24)—Mo- 
tions and Non-Witness Actions or Ad- 
journed Summonses. The first day of 
the Sittings, Tuesday, April 23, will also 
be a Motion day. In addition Mr. Jus- 
tice Stirling’s Motions will be taken on 
Thursdays, May 2 and May 9 

Saturday—Short Causes, Petitions, and 
Non-Witness Actions or Adjourned Sum- 


monses. 
Actions for Trial with Witnesses will be 
taken on Tuesday, May 14, and continued 
until the end of the following week. 
Motions and urgent Applications will be 
heard during that period by Mr. Justice 


Stirling. 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses may also 
be taken earlier if the state of the Non- 
Witness List permits. 

Business in the Liverpool and Manchester 
District Registries will be taken once a 
fortnight as follows :— 

Summonses in Chambers on every other 
Friday Afternoon, commencing with Fri- 
day, Apni 25 

Motions on every other Saturday, com- 
mencing with Saturday, April 27, but 
excluding Saturday, May 25. 

Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned 
Summonses on every other Saturday, 
commencing with Saturday, April 27. 








| Caaxcery Covrr, III. 

Mr. Justice ROMER, 
| Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing 
| only will be taken in the order in the 
| Cause List on every day of the Sittings, 
from April 22 to May 31, both inclusive. 


_— 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1895. 
Appear Court I.—Nortces. 


Gueen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be taken in Court I. on 
Tuesday, April 23, and afterwards on every Monday in Easter Sittings. 


Pudsye y Appeals will be taken 


on Friday, April 26, and following 


Queen’s Bench Final Appeals and New Trial Motions will be taken 
in Court I. im alternate weeks during the Sittings. New Trial Motions 


will be ti 


in Court I. on Tuesday, April 23, and following days in that 


week. Appeals in the second week. 


On Motidays aiid Fridays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be 
taken it there are not enough Interlocutory or Bankruptcy Appeals for a 


day's Paper. 


Admiralty (with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days 
by the Court, notice of which will appear in the Daily 


Appgdt. Covet I1.—Norices. 


N.B.—Interlocutory a: 


from the Chancery and Probate and Divorte 


: will be Court II. on Tuesday, April 23, and afte di 
every Wedieuday ti Rentcs Sittings. cha knisigamrnsetans 
—Bubject fo | interlocutory 4 s on Wednesdays, Chan- 
bs gg! ory appeal ys 


NAB, 
— appeals 


every day in Court II. until further 


Sht caus, pets (including | 


N.B.—When the interlocutory appeals are not enough for a day’s 
, paper, Chancery final appeuls will be added on interlocutory days. 


Appeals from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be 
taken in Court IT. on Thursday, May 2. 


Spxcrat Notrce.—In consequence of the limited state of the Chancery 

Appeal list, the above general arrangement will be subject to modifi- 
gp by the judges, of which due notice will appear in the daily cause 
ist. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved. 
(Final List.) 
Deacon v Coutts & Co app of .dfts from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 29, 1895 (cav April 2) 
Elliot v The Mayor, &c, of Bristol app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Aug 11, 1894 (ca v April 4) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
1894, 


Peache v Wimbledon Local Board app of dfts from order of Mr Justice 
Wright (sitting, &c), dated Dec 16, 1893 pthd (restored) 

In re The Maharajah Duleep Singh Griffithes v Singh app of Dame L 
Login & ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated November 23, 
1894 (not before May 14) Dec 20, 1894 

In re the London General Bank ld & Co’s Acts app of S Walker from 
order of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (order not 
perfected) Jan 3 ; 

In re the Same app of A T Layton from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (order not perfected) Jan 3 

In re The Same app of F J Timins from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (order not perfected) Jan 7 

In re The Same app of George Dibley from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated he 20, 1894 (order not perfected) Jan 12 

In re The Same app of W Theobald from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (order not perfected) Jan 12 

In re The Same app of 8S R Pattison from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (order not perfected) Jan 18 

Stephens v Green & other actions of the Mutual Life Assce Soc from 
order of Mr Justice Stirling, da ev 20, 1894 Jan 28 

The Huddersfield Banking Co ld v Henry Lister & Co,ld app of dfts 
from order of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams, dated Nov 10, 1894 
Feb 2 


In re Densham & Sons Trade Marks, &c, and Patents, &c, Act app of 
A H Deakin from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Jan 22, 1895 
Feb 8 

In re The Mersey Ry Co & Ry Co’s Act, 1867 app of the Debenture 
Corpn Id from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Jan 31, 1895 Feb 9 

In re Lowman Devenish v Pester app of plt from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Nov 22, 1894 Feb 12 

The Portsea Island Building Soc v Barclay appl of defts C Barclay & 
ors, from order of Mr. Justice Romer, dated June 9, 1894 Feb 12 

Phillips v R D Sharp & Rumsey appl of pltf from order of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated Jan 23, 1895 Feb 15 

The Imperial Ottoman Bank v The Trustees, Executors, and Securities 
Insce Corpn, 1d appl of defts from order of Mr. Justice Romer, dated 
Feb 23, 1895, and cross-appeal of pltffs Feb 18 

In re Lister & Huntley’s Contract & V & P Act, 1874 appl of J W 
Huntley from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 4,1895 Feb 20 

feddon v Gardner app of plt in os from order of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated Feb 8, 1895 Feb 22 

Wellby v Still appl of pltf from order of Mr. Justice Romer, dated Dec 
10, 1894 Feb 26 ‘ 

Broderip v Salomon & Co appl of deft A Salomon from order of Mr 
Justice Vaughan Williams, dated Feb 14, 1895 Feb 26 

In re Hodgkinson ao v Hodgkinson app of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 9, 1895 Feb 26 

In re Duleep Singh Griffithes v Singh appl of Sheik Abdul Rassoul from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 12, 1895 Feb 27 

Chastey v Ackland app of deft from order of Mr Justice Cave (trans- 
ferred from Mr Justice North for trial at the Exeter Assizes), dated Feb 
1, 1895 March 2 

Thorne v Radford app of pltf G H Thorne from order of Mr Justice 
Romer, dated Nov 6, 1894 March 6 

In re Ann Winsloe Smith v Buckingham app of plitf in person from 
order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Jan 21, 1895 h7 

In re H Tucker’s Settled Estates and Settled Lands Act, 1882 to 1890 app 
of E A Tucker from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 4, 1895 

8 


March 

Stead v Scheyer (in forma pauperis) app of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated Feb 12, 1895 March 22 

In re John Stone Baker vy Stone app of pltfS Baker & Ors from order 
of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Feb 9, 1895 (order not perfected) 
March 22 

In re M Lockwood Whitlark v Turner app of pltf & deft John Whit- 
lark from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Jan 23, 1895 March 23 


In re The London & General Bank Id & Co’s Acts app of S Wheeler, 
Off Rec, &c. from order of Mr Justice Vaughan William, dated Feb 2, 


1895 March 25 








Seaton v Lewis —- ptf from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated March 
14, 1895 March 
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In re J 8 Woodin Woodin vy Glass app of dft J SGlass from order of 
Mr Justice North, dated Feb 18, 1895, and cross-notice of ft H A Glass 
March 25 

Bonhote v Henderson i ag order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated March, 1895 March 

Taunton v Sheriff of Warwickshire of dfts the ——— Metal 
° “4 from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 12, 1895 

arch 25 

In re Carter Akerman v Carter app of ge from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated March 6, 1895 March 

In re Wyatt Emberlin v Hill app eo ee ae 
Justice Stirling, dated Feb 15, 1895 April? 

In re Hamilton Inre Ashtown French vy Hamilton of dfts Ellen 
Grant & ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, Jan 23, 1895 
A 2 

Ebtatts vConquest app of dfts from order of Off Referee, dated March 20, 
1895 (order not perfected) April 2 

Mie saad 3 = app of pltf on behalf, — — 
Justice Va illiams, dated Feb 13, 1895 —- 

Burgess Hill snatitetional Club ld v Seager app of plts from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 4, 1895 April 5 

Hickman v Berens app of plt from o of Mr Justine Kekewich, dated 
A 8, 1895 (order not perfected) April 6 

Betjeman v Betjeman app of dft from order of Mr — Wright 


(sitting, &c), dated April 3, 1895 (order not perfected) April 

In re 7 dell ' Liddell y Liddell app of dfts from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated March 22, 1895 April 10 

In re Ashton Woodward v Ashton app of plts from order of Mr Justice 
North, dated April 1, 1895 (order not perfected) April 10 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1895, 

In re Kemp’s Trusts In re John’s Trusts & Trustee Act, 1893 
F M Hussey Freke & ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, da 
11, 1895 (first day, by order) Feb 20 

In re Burdekin, &c app of the Handsworth Urban District Council from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 8, 1895 March 25 

In re the English & Scottish Mercantile Investment Trust ld & Co’s Acts 
app of G8 Barnes from order of Mr Justice a Williams, dated 

March 21, 1895) order not perfected) April 3 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved. 
(Final List.) 
Brace v Calder app of pit from + Sea of Mr oe Wright, dated Dec 7, 


1894, at trial without a jury, Mi 
Robinson v Swyny (Q B Crown Side) sore of a deft from i» of Justices 
Wi (c av March 


ills and Wright, dated Dec 18, 1 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1895. 
Attorney-Gen v Jacobs-Smith (Q B Revenue Side) app of Informant 
from ord of Justices Wright and Collins, dated Nov 21, 1894 Dec 21, 1894 
Lehman Bros v Fleming & Schweitzer app of defts from judgt of Mr 
ag Cm, dated Jan 16, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middle- 
sex an 
Gill v Edouin p of plts from judgt of Mr rime Wright, dated Dec 
4, 1894, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Jan 2 “ 
J Dodds (a SPP v The Assessment Committee of the Poor Law Union of 
(respe) Q B Crown Side app of resps from ord of 
Folliee Wills and Wright, dated Jan 25,1895 Jan 29 
Capt Boynton’s Worlds, &c, Syndicate, id v The Employers’ — 
Assce Corpn, ld appl ‘of pltffs from _judgt of Mr Justice Gran 
dated Jan 15, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex a 
Ehlers v Edwards, Robertson & Co opal of defts from judgt of Mr Jus- 
fo _— dated Jan 21, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
Bulpitt v Weeden appl of deft from judgt of Mr J — Wright, dated 


* 


Jan 22, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 
Payne v Wilson (Q B Crown Side) appl of 7% pet jadet of Baron 
Pollock and Mr Justice Grantham, dated Jan 21, 1895 Feb 1 


Powderbam—1894—Folio 218 The Poodalien "Steamship CovRP 
Houston & Co appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Bruce, dated Jan 
28,1895 Feb5 

Phillips v Nathan appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated Jan 28, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 6 

Radford & Co v The Lewis Merthyr Navigation Colliery Cold app of an 
Co from order of Baron Pollock, dated Jan 21, 1895, at trial withou 


jury, Middlesex Feb 7 

Abbott & Co ld v Wolsey (Q B Crown Side) app ot < from judgt of 
Justices Wills and Wright, dated Feb 1, 1885" 

Gwilliam v Twist & Young app of defts from jodet of Justices Lawrance 
and Wright, dated Jan 31,1895 Feb 1 

In re an Ar tn, Jamieson & The Nowosetle Steamship Freight Insce Assoc 
ner Jamieson, m from judgt of Justices Charles and K Kennedy, dated Jan 

6 e 


Feb 8, 1895, at 


Fraser v Chalmers Po bet from indgt of Mr Justice Charles, dated 
trial a jury, 


Feb 14 








or of | Petersen v & Oo of dfts from of Mr Justice Kennedy, 
dated Feb 6, 1 Tad SS nee ey ac Feb 14 
Sarson v Roberts app of ait from udgt of Mr Commissioner Chalmers, 
dated Jan 30, 1 ry, Chater Feb 15 

Ra of dfts from order of Mr 
eoenne Coatien, Cotes 3, 1895 » at without a jury, Middlesex 

East Broken Hills Consols ld v of dft from order of Mr Jus-* 
tice Wright, dated Feb 14, 1895 


Union Debenture Co ld v Fletcher 
Seeman, dated Jan 25, 1895, 
Feb 28 


Hay v Lianelly Union Rural Sanitary Authority a 
ice peristaat 1895, oy, ttm es 
lamorgan e 
Mathers v WN White & Co ld of dette from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bg ah LI pe ag 
v 
Justice Kennedy, dated Feb 28, sO amp without a ery Mila diewex 
“eee tore of dft from j oe Sa 
Jan 17, 1895, at eee ae 
he Indemnity Mutual Marine Insce 2p oa trom 


Eafe pllaybetine 


Badkc v Holloway -app of 


ye udgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
March 5, 1895, before » Without a jury, Middlesex 
cq Order XIV., Rule 8) March 9 


, H & Co os app 
Gumeys, Round. Green, Hoare v = ey, Mi jndgt 


ustice Mathew, dated Feb 22, 
j yg oom Mathew, dated 
sg h 13 


Ni a Merten of deft from 
Feb 22, 1805, 8 at trial without jury 
The Chariton— 1894 Folio 376—(daxaage) Owners a v Owners 
of Charlton & ee 
dated Feb 11, 1895 
In re an Arbtn between Hankey & Whitehouse 
order of Justices Wille and Wright, dated Feb 27, t —~F ae 
The Raye Aqua, Sree? tae of deft from jadgt of Mr 
+ ne Oo dated March 1, 1895, at without a jury, 
defts from judgt of Mr 


March 
Burney & Co v Elliman, Sons & Co app of 
Justice en, dated March 11, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middle- 
sex 
In re an Arbtn lsiiaias the Yeadon Waterworks Co and ye of 
Wright from order of Justices Lawrance and Kennedy, ed March 5, 
1895 March 18 
Duckett v Whitehead of deft from j 
dated Feb 25, 1895, at trial without a jary hester March = 
Parker v Asia 1 app of defte from judgt of Mr Justice 
March 7, 1895, oS eae pg gl a. 
G E Dobell & Co v The SS Rossmore Uo wee es al 
Mr Justice Lawrance, dated March 18, 1 at trial witneeh'e hey 


of Mr Justice 


Liv l March 21 
The Mecca—1894—Folio 434 Cory Bros 5S Rend wa v The Cyne 
of the Mecca Ay te oe SS ee March 
4, 1895 March 
Armitage v ree ee ope of SM foves 3 Fe see Seam, 
March 20, 18: without » a jury 
Monsen v Macfarlane 4 Go from judgt of ae Mr Justice 
ee trial a jury, Middlesex 


Mathew, dated March %8, 1 
March 30 


Oliver v Boleckow, Vaughan, & Co ld 
Justice Charles, "dated March 15, 1895, 

A 

vin atte 8S Go MX Wit € Go 
of Mr Justice Mathew, dated March 

Middlese 


of from judgt 
Ba aay, Leeds 

of drfts from judgt 

trial without olen, 


x 
iy | | Middle Ape tao id iad yar 
whe ligheay Ones nom alg stat B Crown Side 
he Highent Cee aT a udgt at trial of Justices Cove 
dated April 3, pep I 4 
“fe creey 


an 17, 1895, at without jy, Middlesex ebay 
The Co nail A’venne’ Office Cor ld deft judgt of 
Ms Justi Mathew, dated March 4, 1895, trial without « jury in 
Robb v Green deft so gor | alg rm diaper 
Say ae aa 
v Ww 
dated March 20, 1895 Apri bs sdated 


Nell v Atalanta Gold & Silver Svs hue 
n a hr Tono Larne, dated pe, 098 S1¥ 


FROM PROBATE, av AD 1 aaa DIVISION 


For Hearing. 
With pe te keceee 


Nt een ae oe aap hon ee ony v 
Justice | hae ot 
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The Marquess of Bute—1895—Folio 159 pe The Owners, & of The 
8S Blayer v The Owners of The uess of Bute, her Cargo & Freight 
app of plitfs from judgt of Mr J Bruce, dated March 15, 1895 

pril 5 

The Adela—1894—Folio 505 (damage) Owners of Julia v Owners of 


> 


Adela & Freight of defts from order of Mr Justice Bruce, dated 
Jan 31, 1895 April 5 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


(New Trial Paper.) 
1895. 

Farrant v Lord Chesham appln of - for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & j , dated Feb 28, 1892, at trial before Mr Justice Cave and 
special jury, dlesex March 20 

Honebon v Southern Counties Deposit Bank appln of deft for judgt 
or new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated March 18, 1895, at trial 
before Mr Justice Geinthen & common jury, Middlesex March 23 

Harper v Martin appln of -< for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated h 11, 1895, at trial before Mr Justice Vaughan 

oe special jury, eae poe — eat ; 
odgkinson v Kynnersley appn of deft from ju or new trial on app 
from verdict & judgt, dated , at trial before Mr Justice Bruce 
special jury, Bi ham April 5 
» Tilbury, and Southend Ry Co appn of defts for judgt 
or new trial — os verdict & judgt, dated April 5, 1895, at trial 
f Justice & special jury, Middlesex April 9 
Grant, Forbes, & Co v Manchester Ship Canal Co appn of dfts for 
judgt or new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated March 26, 
895 - before Mr Justice Lawrance & special jury, Liverpool 


C Taylor, Sons, & Co v Mersey Docks & Harbour Board appn of dfts for 
udgt new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated h 28, 1895, 

at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance, Liverpool April 9 

Pitts v Joseph appn of dft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & 
judgt, dated March 26, 1895, at trial before Mr Justice Hawkins and 
special jury, Middlesex April 11 

Thomas v Brocklebank appn of plt for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & j , dated h 21, 1895, at trial before Mr Justice Law- 
rance & jury, Liverpool April 11 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
1895. 


In re Millard (expte Yates) from an order of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams, 
dated March 6, 1895 

In re The Hon W F J North (expte The Trustee) from an order of Mr 
Justice Vaughan Williams, dated March 19, 1895 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Inrgriocutory Lust.) 
1895. 
Trinders & ors, &c (expte Heddle) app of M L H Heddle 
of Mr Justice Wright, dated March 15, 1895 March 23 
Heddle app of dft from order of Mr Justice Wright, dated 
It pingham ot att ‘Th Bingham & anr fro 
app o omas m & anr from order of 
Mr Justice Collins, dated March 22, 1895 March 26 
di Napoli—1894—Folio 536 The Securities Insce Co, 1d v 
of Il Principe di ~~ appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
, dated March 11, 1895 March 29 
v Van Gutten appl of defts order of Mr Justice Collins, 
Metropolitan Ry Oc appl of pltffs from order of Mr J 
appl of pltffs from order o: ustice Da; 
29, 1898 April’ 4 " 
Leonard “Pk of deft from order of Mr Justice Day, dated 


A 
rban District Council of Fleetwood appl of defts 
Justice Day, dated April 4, 1895 April 8 
prosecution of James Hill v Kee of the Peace and 
for the West Riding of the County of York (Q B Crown 
gare oH order of Justices Cave and Wright, 
pl of deft from order of Mr Justice Day, dated April 1, 


baa of deft from order of Mr Justice Day, dated April 


Bratby & Hinchcliffe, ld v Brewster, Wood, & Sewell (trading, &c)—third 
appl of third parties from order of Mr Justice Day, dated April 
, 1895 April 11 
N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and Queen’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to Thursday, April 11th, 
inclusive. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Easter Srrrines, 1895. 


Notices relating to the Chancery Cause List. 
eens, F and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days 
stated in the Easter Sittings paper, with the following exceptions—viz. ; 





ann Justice go 
e disposal o 

until Saturday, May 11 ( 
petitions during that time 


.—In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting for 
’s own witness list from Tuesday, April 30, 
usive), his lordship’s motions and ey 

will be taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich—that is 


to say, motions on Thursday, May 2, and Thursday, May 9; uno 
petitions on Gatunday, May 4, oad Uebusleg, May il. N.B.—it the 


state of business 


its, his lordship may take the witness list on days in 


addition to those above appointed, of which due notice will be given in the 


Daily Cause List. 


Mr. Justice Kekewich.—The order of business before Mr Justice Keke- 
wich will be as stated on the sittings paper. Actions for trial with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Tuesday, May 14, and continued until the end 
of the following week. They may also be taken earlier if the state of the 


non-witness list permits. 


Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Kekewich will take 
Liverpool and Manchester business as follows :— 

i. Summonses in chambers will be taken on every other Friday after- 
noon, commencing with Friday, April 26. 

2. Motions on every other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, April 


27, but excluding Saturday, May 25 


3. Short causes, Ee with and adjourned summonses on every other 


Saturday, comm: 


with Saturday, April 27. 


Mr Justice Romer will take witness actions every day in the order as 
they stand in his lordship’s cause book 


Summonses before the judge 
Stirling, and Kekewich 


in chambers.—Justices Chitty, North, 
sit in court the whole day on every Monday 


during the sittings to hear chamber summonses ‘ 
Summonses adjourned into court will be taken (subject to the witness 
list) as follows:—Mr Justice Chitty, with non-witness actions, except 
—- summonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday; Mr 
ustice Stirling, with non-witness actions; Mr Justice North on Fridays 
and Saturdays; Mr Justice Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays, and also 


on other days as the judges may direc 


t 


Srrcrat Notice wirn Rererence To THE Cuancery Wrrness Lists. 
During Easter Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of their 


own witness lists as follows :— 


Mr Justice Stirling will begin on Tuesday, April 30, and sit continuously 
(Monday, May 6, excepted) until Saturday, May 11 


Mr Justice Kekewich 


Lt 2 
on Tuesday, May 14, and sit continuously 


(Monday, May 20, — until the end of the follo week 


If any further days 
lists due notice will be given. 


D the fortnight when a judge is 
sostgied to him (including ex 


motions causes or matters 


but not including motions rela to the 
lordship’s list) and also unopposed 


hearing of any cause or matter in 


ould be appointed for the dispo: 


of the witness 


on his witness list, 
motions, 
tponement of the trial or 


titions to him,. will be heard by one of his colleagues as 


ollows :— 


Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stirling will be heard by Mr. Justice 


Kekewich 


Those assigned to Mr Justice Kekewich will be heard by Mr Justice 


Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Thursday, April 11, inclusive.) 


Stirling 


Before Mr. Justice Currry. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
In re The Sovereign Life Assurance 

Co & Co’s Acts adjd claim (s.o. 
pending examn of witnesses) 
Grezier v Outram act 
Michell v Robinson act 
Dutriez v Bonyond act 
Harsant v Neal act 


(ordered to go into Witness List) 
In re Dege’s Patent, No 1,051, 
dated Jan 17, 1894, & _ 
(ordered to go into Witness ) 
Meadowcroft v Ki Co- 
operative Stores ld act (no 


Howard & Bullough 1d v Tweedales 
& Smalley act 
v 


Harris v Macdonald act 
Anderson v Davis act (security 

ordered) 
Buckell v King act 


Bird v Stevens act 
Howes & B ”) Webber act 


act 
In re Pearson Pearson v Brook 
act 





Lilley v Buckle act 
Sn v < & Kelly’s Credit 
Co act 


ld act 
The Patent Stopper Box & Stam 
Oo ld v The t, Birmingham 


act 

Stone v Spencer’s Brew act 

President of Middlesex Hospital v 
Gole act 

Gould v Coaks act 

Birch v Tipton Moat Colliery Co Id 
act (not before May 1) 

Page v Grierson act 

In re Vickers Phenna v Strange 
act 


Kearton v Swaledale, &c, Co ld 
act 


Wilson v Read act 
In re Shaw Garnett v Tennant 
art ge ; ae Co 
oO vCope act 
Macdonald v Hooter act 
Rooke v Dawson act 


St George’s Engineering Co ld v 
Kent act 
aay v Hampstead Vestry 


Powell v Wedderburn act 
Master, &c. of Gonville & Caius 


College, Cambridge v Bolton 


Thomas v Thomas act 
Cresswell v Brighton and Hove Co- 

ative Supply Assoc ld act 
Gratrex Davies vy Davies act 





— ™m i eo a 


er ef se 


Bf 4 


ae oe BoB Be BL B Bt 5 

















“awe 














April 27, 1895. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
ay eS Mills, Currie & Co} In re Brown Lodge v Brown adjd Mate Mv WR Pak Se act pelea &o Ry Oo and VP 
og sums Ms adja woe . ter’s International RS ie 
Fearn} v Ourry In re Baylis, &c (discovery) Foo '& counter lain re age 
Westetesthy Lewy act sums , In re Smith Gorman v Foster and In re The Ry Oo 
ev ee act Watson v Lands Trust Co, ld adj | North British Rubber Co, a Western Australia ld and reduced 
lv Hirsch act sums Gormilly, &c, Co act East Stonehouse Local Board ¥ 
tt v Tebbutt act In re Griffin Harding v Harding Hunt v Gingell’ Son, & Cruikshank Victoria Brewery Co ld 
Sedger v Lowenfeld act adjd sumns act In re Briggs v Briggs 
In re Noble Smith v Garstang |In re Russell Dorrell v Dorrell | Waite v Newberry act In re Miller Wood v Miller 
adjd sumns ordered to be set adjd cums Pratt v Cham: act In re Bartlett Bartlett v Ayles 
down as witness action J v Gibson mf j (Birming- | Seaborne v Haynes vSea- | Inre Fox Fox v Morgan 
werDaitish Land Co la.” ad} vennee hie ine Neale v Bird adjd Marques “ot Anglesey Briggs Expt The Lincolnshire ‘Tramways 
v sumns re v v — 
(to go into witness list by order, Mg | ae a : 5 seein) 1870 (ExpteA 
March re Tonge lakeley v Ekins oyd vNowell act 
Ollis v Besch act adjd sumns jo v Guildford, &c, Same (Expte J 8 
Bocquet v Bocquet re Tanner v Tanner} Joint Hospital Board act tyre) 
Sin, > Senator Gov King’s adjd sumns Mackiulay v Metzler & Oo, 1d act |In re Jeans Upton v Jeans 
niversal Supply ld ac In re The Marine, &¢ Co Hazard Tene toe v Turner 
Herriman v List v The Marine, &cCo adjd sumns Point of law In re Debenham & 
Wank! ¥ Kerosene Co Id act Vyner v North Ry Co/| In re Bird A ell 


Whiel 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
Jose 4 aa special case (restored) 
pt 


Turner v Tinkler m fj 

In re Wingham Joyner v Joyner 
motn ma to go into adj 

skins v Capital Guarantee Soc adj 

In se: re Newten, Day v Moriarty adj 
sums 

In my atte, Midgley v Crowther 
m 

In re 

j sums 


mv Oathcart act 


, Pearson-Gee v Pearson 


v Hall 
ite v Garrett 
es v Old Silkstone, &c., 
3 +a Cold (expte Rev T T 
Taylan) adj sums (pltf dead) 
e v Same (expte Ohseloswortts) 
adj sums (pltf ig 
Dent v Spencer act (evidence not 
complete) 
In re the Churchwardens, &c of 
Swansea and Lands Clauses, &c, 


In re Hadiela, Bex 

d, Bennett & Carlisle, 
~ (taxation) adj sums 

In re Turpin Turpin v Gabriel 
adj sums 

In re Greer Na 
adj sums (pthd) 

Cooke v Stansfeld & Co motn 
(entered in non-witness list, by 
order) 

The Briton Ferry Local Board v 
The Rhondda & Swansea Bay Ry 
Co adj sums 

In re De Trafford & Settled Land 
Acts adj sums 

In re Reece Hardyman v Reece 


adjd sums 

In re Salt Brothwood v Keeling 
adjd sums 

In re Gaskell & Micklethwaite & V 
&P Act adjd sums 

In re Walfo Walford v Spyer 
adjd sums 

In re Rawson Vary v Rawson 


adjd sums 
In re Peters Pakenham v Barclay 
= Stee Armi Illing- 
re Craven v 
worth adjd sums - 
In re Volbracht Thrupp v Yeld- 
ham adjd sums 
Bailey v Watson 


Heri: v Deli Bedagei Tobacco 
Plantation ld adjd sums 

In reGee Pearson-Gee v Pearson 
adjd sums 

In re Boyd Boyd v Boyd adjd 


super v Fanshawe 


sums 
In re Ola & Beaumont’s Con- 
tract & V&P Act adjd sums 


In re — Fitch v Morrison adjd 
Tuner vGreen adjd sums 





Further Considerations. 
In re Brierley Leesv Brierley fur 
con (restored as short) 
se Broom v Broom fur 


Debentuse Co! ld v Uttoxeter 
Brewery ld con 
Before Mr. Justice Norrx. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Hesketh v 8 upon Avon, 
Towcester, and Midland Junction 
Ry Co at & mfj claim & 
-claim 


counter 
In reJ H. ’s Trade Mark, No 


177,259 tion No 2,305 
and Patent, » &e Act 
motn entered in Witness List by 


cere ters Fe 

The 8 

&e Oo v Sterckx act , 

Somes (trading, &c) v Scott Bros 
act 


Holmes v Williams act 
White v Hilton act 
Harding v Oct wot Exeter act 

2 
vid act Hemp 


Co 
aera 
siting) Brown * (Trinity 

v Crowfoot act & 

claim 
Smith v Bradley at &m f j 

Coenen Sas S > Pe 
a ent 
0; eee 
Railways Committee 
The SB White Dental Manutactur- 
eS) aoa act 
Webber v Miles act 
The Mayor, &c of Southend, Essex 
vRamuz act 
“Relat 


aati ry tj 
v Taylor actt&m 
v Sinclair act 


Smith v Allen act 
Pirkin & Oo v Pratt, Hurst & Co ld 
act 


t, 

, & Co, ld v Mee act 

Raithby, nwrence, & Co ld v Hilton 
act 


oa ee act 
Beldam v Beldam act 

In re Burton Burton v Bnrton 

act 





of law st down by order. 
Rated ‘March 


Causes for Trial (without begeg sr 
mee re eo ae Robertson - 


‘ & adj sums 
a Jefferies v Jefferies 


.. Seer m (ordered 
to be set down in non-witness 


v Triplett (deft Chiswell 


mat 18th 

In re Williams Millard v Crabb 

a ee 
Mellor Morton v Singleton 


In re 
(cxpte ) 

In re tens Same v Same (expte 

defts T Singleton and ors 

In re Knowles Knowles v 

In re Bennett In re Skelton Capes 
v Ferrand 

In re Robinson Hunter v Robin- 
on (ee See ee ae 

In re Samson & Schreider’s Con- 

tet and V and P Act, 1874 
re Hemming Ingram v Cheape 

In re Stenning Wood v 

ee Fomset ea 

In re Dawber Dawber v Dawber 

In re Boyd Boyd v Von Heiden- 


In re Farrer Roworth v Stevens — 
In re Binfield Philbrick v Welch 
Kuhne v Hudson 
Harle v Jarman 


In re Barnard vy) 


Richardson 

Peer ee ee ee 

In re H Ree v Heymann 

in oo Wieees Hett v Stone- 
man 

has Grisewood Grisewood v 


evinson 
In re Rice Rice vy Green 
In re Chesterfield Coal, &., Co 
Crockford v Watson 





In re Fisher and Lancashire & 


restored 
Triplett & Settled Lands Act | Allen 


In re Palmer King v 
In re Davies Palmer v 


v Wigmore. sot act (no pleadings) 








=o 
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Windebank vy Stride act 
Lady J Lindsay v Lady Guest act 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and ourned Summonses. 
Sixth West Kent Mutual Perma- 
nent Building Soc v Shove 


special case 
Deuchar v Sutherland m f j (re- 


stored 

Tasker v Hosker mtn for judgt 
and sums 

In re Fisher Fisher v Fisher adjd 
sums (amended and restored) 

In re Townsend Iliffe vy Townsend 
adjd sums pt hd 

In oe H Jones, &c adjd sums 


nes Loftus Otway Otway v 
Otway adjd sums 

In re Loftus Otway Otway v Betty 
adjd sums 

— re Willes Willes v Willes adjd 


In re tie Trish Exhibition in Lon- 
don adjd sums 

Rutter v Everett adjd sums 

In re —. Bayly v Bayley act 

Bulfield v r adjd sums 

In re Lawson Lawson v Lawson 


adjd sums 

In re Maskell & Goldfinch’s Con- 
tract adjd sums 

In re Bremner v Goldsmid 
adjd sums 

Debney v Eckett Two adjd sumses, 
dated Jan 10, 1895 

Lewis v Baker act 

In re Priest Hatchard v Priest 

adjd sums 


The Pneumatic Fol Co ld v 
Watson m fj 
nn Kidd Tuber v jaa adj 


pies re e Helis Upton v Higham adj 


sumns 
In re Wyatt Whitev Ellis adj 
sumns 
In re Mason’s Orphanage & London 
& North Western Ry Co’s Con- 
tract adj sumns 
In re Saxlehner’s Trade Mark two 
adj sumns, dated May 30, 1892, 
Oct 26, 1893 (consolidated 
not before May 2 
Chancellor of University of Oxford 
Gen act 


v Attorney- 
In re Pi Pitkin v Solr to 
Treasury adj sumus 
In re Holdeworth Holdsworth v 
Haponft + H, sumns 
- adj sumns 
in re and Cee ands Uridge v Randell 
Carter v Carter act & m f j 
Middleton v Bradley adj sumns 
In re The Mersey, &c Ry Gibbs v 
Bi &cRy adj sumns April 


In re Pendlebury Ashton v Morris 


Further Considerations. 
Robinson v Partridge fur con and 
sumns to vary (restored) 
Hope pastored v a fur con pt 
In re face Burgess v Cossham 
fur con 
T saotety for relief of ivcuee Gen 
‘or e an 
infirm poor fur con (set down 
by directions of Chief Clerk, Feb 


In re nage | Winnett v Clarke 
jd hambers 


In re Tompson Attorney-Gen v 
Roots fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Kexewrcn. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
In re Ambler Craven Bank ld v 

Ambler act 


Rosenwald Bros v Ford, Bishop, & 
Co act 

Anderson v Anderson act (not 
before May 10) 

Fernie v Accident Insce Co ld 
act 

Bentley v Harrison act 

Allerton vy Mummery act (Great 
Yarmouth D R) 

Sewell vy Meeson act 

Peacock v Peacock act 

Richards v Dunn act 

Amold vy Murton Murton v Ireland 
act and counter-claim 

Johns v Warren act 

Douglas v Deroy act 

Huth v Walters act 

Le Lievre v Hutchings act 

Rothwell v Rothwell act (Manches- 
ter D R) 

Donaldson v Wilson act 

Tufnell v Elliott act 

Jackson v Harrington act 

In re Doetsch Matheson & Co v 
Ludwig act &mfj 

In re Booth Booth v Thorp act 

Dunhill v North Eastern Ry Co 


act 
Fletcher v Nutt act 
Saul v Modern Permanent Bldg Soc 
t 


ac 
Solomon v Santley act 


Causes for trial (without witnesses). 
Leman v Hathway act 

Young v Plant act 

Griffiths v Lewis m fj 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Ackroyd Wheelwright v 
Ackroyd (one deft dead) 
In re M E Williams and anr 
(taxation) 
In re Baird De Witt v Baird 
(deft C G Baird dead) 
In re_ Richardson Turner v 
Richardson two adjd sumns 
(restored) 
In re Shears Shears v Shears 
In re Blaydes & Trustee Act, 1893 
(head of list, April 23) 
Lathom v Greenwich Ferry Co id 
In re Wood Tullett v Wood 
In re Holgate Foden v Holgate 
Creplet v Taillefer 
Boughey v Craig 
In re Williams Parkyn v Trevar- 
ton 


In re Westmoreland Green and 
Blue Slate Co ld and Co’s Acts 
(expte Official Liquidator 

In re The Same Co (further exmn of 
W Brims) 

Watson v Hasler 

Armstrong v Russell 

White v Lloyd (liberty to call wits) 

In re J Matthews Matthews v 
Matthews 

City of Glasgow Life Assce Co v 
Smith 


Steane v Steane 
In re Smith Smith v Smith 
In re Bircham, &c (taxn) 


Further Considerations. 
Oldrey v Union Works 1d fur con 
In re Walker Baird v Walker fur 

con 





Before Mr. Justice VauGcHAN 
Gi haere rol Judge 
Sitting as an additio w of 

Chancery Division.) 
res os up). 


Bidaroa Railway =e) Mines Id (petn 
of F Thorn) 

Joseph Bull Sons & Co ld (petn of 
M T Shaw & Co) 

Carenero Railway and Navigation 
Co ld (petn of La Compagnie 
Generale de Railways a voie 





Etroite Societe Anonyme) 





Woolley Coal Co ld (petition of 
Yorkshire Banking Co 1d) 

Dawe & Co, ld tome of A Wit- 
~ ge illes & Oo, ld (petn 
Bay. of 

wy nischott & Rodatz) 
etropolitan Rifle Range Co, ld 
mo of J C T Steward & anr) 

arvis Conklin Mortgage Trust Co 

vpeta tn of E Watson) 

Co! Digestive Food Co 1d (petn 
of Trinder & Capron) 

London & Continental Bank & Ex- 
change ld (petn of A W Higgins) 

Tubular Frame Wagon Co ld (petn 
of T F Butler) 

Swindon & North Wilts Breweries 
ld (petn of J Hearn 

Canddlaria Waterworks & 

“Go ld (petn of J L Whelen & 


Genre Iron & Tin Plate Co ld (petn 
of J Batson & Oo) 

Eastern Counties Bacon Factory ld 
(petn of Lalor and Kindersley) 
Hat Belldine Scie ( cat Bene. 

ie’ tn. o 
Parkinson? nied 
West Australian Finance & Develop- 
ment Syndicate ld (petn of A 
McP’ Stewart) 
Orrell Coal & Cannel Co ld (petn of 
aa Banking Oo & The Alliance 


British & Foreign Pa Stock Co 
ld (petn of Moses Cole) 

Same (sums for leave to issue writ 
of attachment) by order 

Paintings & Drawings Preservation 
Syndicate 1d (petn of George 
Coleman & anr) 

Securities Insurance Co ld (petn of 
Sir E J Reed & ors 

Grosvenor & Co ld (petn of A O 
Blackett) 

Hand in Hand Investment & Mort- 
gage Oo ld (ps - of National 
Dwellings Soc 

New Morocco Bound Co ld (petn of 
J Shoolbred & Co) 


Companies. 
a o= Iron & Tin Plating Co ld & 
uced 
Tipton Moat Oolliery Co ld & 


reduced 

Johnson, Cole, Brier & Cordrey 1d 
and reduced 

Omnium Investment Co ld & 
reduced 


u 
Crompton & Co 1d & reduced 
National Mor’ & Agency Co ad 

New Zealand and the Com 
(Memorandum of ‘Amavcietion) 
Act, 1890 


oe (Winding up). 
Summonses. 

5 oer Club 1d (to set aside proofs) 
Alkaline Reduction Synd 1d (settle 
list of contributories) 

May v Walters ld (for declaration) 

Same v Same (to discharge or vary 
certificate, filed Aug 24, 1894) 

Lands Allotment Oo 1d (taxation 
of bill) 

A Salomon & Co ld (remove name 
from list 

Amador Gold Mine ld (to dismiss 


sumns) 
= * T Daniel & Co ld (for 
e 
Same v Same (for leave to cross- 


examine) 
Same v Same (declare dividend) 
Bahia Gas rw ld (determine ques- 


tions) 
A gine 14 (for direc 


lo-Austrian Print- 
Cold (for pay- 


) 
a & Cold (strike name off 
ist) 


tions) 
Brabourne v 





Cadogan & Han’s place Estate ld 
(declaration as to claims) 

Rio Sucio Gold Cold (vary list) 

Starr Bowkett ld (redeem securities) 


Motions. 
W Brock & Son ld (transfer pro- 


ceedings) 
African Landed Estates Co ld (to 
iota order dated June 21, 
94, as regards applicant) 
London & General Bank ld (compel 
attendance of witness) 
London & West of England Con- 
tract Cold (leave to issue writ 
8 ial Wood O. Co ld (f 
pi atting or 
committal 


) 
Preservation Syndicate 1d (rectify 


register) 
yria Ottoman Ry Cold 
(for pac Ape Court) 

Star of Normanby Gold Mining Co 
1d (for payment into Co’s liquida- 
tion account) 

Stewart & Cold (for an account) 

Automatic Grate Co 


(same) 
Stafford ld (same) 


G Ford Lloyd Manuf 
rove v Fo! oyd Manufacturing 
Cold (mf j) 


Before Mr. Justice Romsr. 
Causes for Trial. 


(With wi more) 
Botolph & Nicholson’s Wharves Co 
ld v Gatti & Stevenson ld act 
(restored) 

Setterwall & Co v Dorman, Brown 
& Co act (not before June 18) 
Ainslie v Gill Bros act (pleadings 

to be delivered) 
Hall v Wildman act (deft dead) 
Lacon v Edwards act (deft dead) 
Gale v Ingledew act & mf j (pltf 
dead) 
Davidson v Davideon act (pliff 
dead) 
uisof Bristol vy Robertson act 
(first day by order) 


Transferred by Order, dated 26th 
November, 1894. 

Davis v Jewell act (pleadings to 
be delivered) 

Buss v Buss act (no pleadings, 
pltf bankrupt) 

Armstrong v Monkhouse (1893—A 
—721) act Armstrong v Monk- 
house (1893—A—722) act Arm- 
strong v Monkhouse (1893—A— 
723) act deft G B Monkhouse 





Balkwill v Leominster Gas & Ooke 
Co, 1d act and m fj (not 
before April 29) 

Balcombe v Lewis act (not before 
June 2) 

Elliot, Pearce, & Cov Phillips act 
(deft dead) 


Transferred for trial or hearing only 
by order ont February, 


Deighton ¥ ton act 

aa)” m act (one pltff 

In re Gibson Tordoff vy Gibson act 
(not before May 1) 

Dyke v Allman act 

In re David Jones v Morgan act 
(April 30) 

Mochles Ban Patente Gesellchaft, 
&c v Caspers act 

Tatam v Boyd act 

Webster v Walker act & counter 
claim 


Simpson v a, Aldermen, &c of 
the f Godmancbester 


act pt hd by Mr Justice Wright 
Bulmer v Pickering act 
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Burial Board for Parish of Putney v 
Balfour act 
Sheen v Diamond act 
Smith v Mashiter act 
Gibb vSmith act 
Soppit v Diplock Sw 
v Parslow 
In re Pike, the v Pike act 
In re Clerk, Brown v Clark act 
Norman v Thomas act 


Kemp v Horton act 
Cooper v Pringle act (restored) 


Albu v Co-operative Wholesale Soc 





Shoe Machinery Co ld v Oullan ld act (transferred from Mr 
act Justice Chitty for trial or 

Baker v Senior act oul, Wa colar. Gaiet. Sat F 

Martin v Bergheim act 1895) 

Cales v Hay act 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Easter Sittines, 1895. 
Srzctau Parzr. 
For Judgment. 
The Swaneea Harbour Trustees v The Cape Copper Co, Id 
For Argument. 
Branson & anr v Lamport & Holt pt hd before Pollock, B, and Grantham, 
J so for ayy sama case case 
Stern & ors v The Queen demurrer, answer and plea to — 
In re an Arbtn between Fairclough & Sons & the Manc 
special case 
Harris v the L& N W Ry Co special case 
Flight v The Provident y ee of London, ld_ special case 
The Vestry of St Leonards, Shoreditch v The London County Council 


special case 
In re an Arbtn between the Planet Electrical Engineering Oo, ld & the 
Railway House special case 
In re an Arbtn between Prentice & anr & The Urban District Council of 


Bicester case 
Badley v Cu ld Union Rural District Council special case 
Oprposgp Mortons. 


For Judgment. 
In re an Arbtn between the County Council of Kent & The Sandgate 
Local Board 


Fo: 


Argumen 

Gosling v Wilde pt hd saan’ Lawuunhe a Wright, JJ (s o until after 
trial in county court) 

In re an Arbtn between William Wilson & The Chesterton Local Board 
(pt hd before Mathew and Cave, JJ 

Smolinski v Preston & Sons pt hd before Cave and Wright, JJ (s o for 
report of official referee) 

Pillers & anr v Edwards & anr (s o for decision of Court of Appeal) 

In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc (s o for further report) 

In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc (s o for further report) 

In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc 

In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc 

In re an Arbtn between Townshend & Kerr 


Crown Paper. 
For Judgment. 
Met Pol Dist The Southwark & Vauxhall Water Co v E Evershed 
magistrate’s case (c av April 9, cor Justices Cave & Lawrance) 
For Argument. 
Nottinghamshire, Nottingham Fairholme v Catton county court deft’s 


appeal 
Met Pol Dist Leconte vy Montgomerie magistrate’s case 
Middlesex, Whitechapel Cartwright v Regan & anr county court. exe- 
cution creditor’s appeal 
Lancashire The Queen v Fulwood Local Board (ex pte Livesey) nisi for 
mandamus to approve plans 
Middlesex Singer v Southgate Local Board m ’s case 
oe Pol Dist Southwark, &c, Water Oo v Evershed magistrate’s | Durham 


Yorkshire, Leeds Naylor v Dawson — court deft’s appl 

Lancashire, Salford Mersey, &c, Watershed Joint Committee v Mayor, 
&e, of Salford ae court pitta? appeal 

Middieeex, Marylebone Gaffin & v Lazarus county court deft’s 


London Sherras v De Rutzen Quarter Sessions Order and case applnt’s 


ap 

= Met Coal Consumers’ Assoc v Scrimgeour & Co mayor's court 
Yorkshire WR) The Queen v © Manley Smith, Esq, Master, &c. (Expte 
Hovey & ors) Nisi f for mandamus to consider objections to taxation 
Monmouthshire, Monmouth Morgan v Jackson county court pltf’s 


orkshire, 

Yo Otley Fawkes & ors vy Garnett &Son county court deft’s 

Yorkshire, Holmforth Holmforth Local Board v Shore county court 
"8. a} 

London Geis v WE Perry ld mayor’s court defte’ app 





Andrews court deft’ 

Stidiisece, Teoapton Honrinet v Olympia 1d angie "8 case 
won Biuees ¥ 

Met fl Dist Davisv Greenwich District Board of “Works! maghiost's 


Middlesex, estminster Thaddeus vy Annan county 
Lancashire, Liverpool ‘Richards ¥ Satege Aarons Oe, coepay tart 


<e Wells Marie v ee § court deft’s 
eahire Cambridge county court, pltf’s 


Keut, Tunbridge Wells Richardson v Aitkens (Hubbard’s app) county 


court 
Met Pol Dist Lavy & anr v London County oe ee wn 
~~ +4 Portsmouth EA deta PD v Southern 


e v pont 

Met Pol Dist Bird v Vestry of ‘siete, Picaington magis- 
trate’s 

Bedford “World's Tea Co v Gardner camel 

Same Same v Same 


Lancashire, Liverpool if ‘Rberle’s Restaurant and Refreshment Con- 
ar A ay eg ke magistrate’s 
Yorkshire, Dewsbury Rangeley v Marsden & Co county court pltf’s 
Cambridgeshire, Cambridge Evans v Troday &Son county court pit’s 


Canal | Tanoasire, Co Council Humphrey magistrate’ ~stinaa 

ent ent Count Vv 8 case 

Same Same v Walte elle yA be 

oy Ne O'Neil v Armstrong, Mitchell, & Co county 
court ” ai 

heenenieaaiten Meats Stone v ee yn County Court es 

Middlesex, Bow Knight v Fasey and county court Co's 


paar Bridport Brown v Bridport Highway Board and aur county 


court defts’ app 
don, ‘The Queen » itera me eta 
0 
Morignothahire The Queen v Indigo of. County Coast of Mericnethshire, 
holden at Cowen, and anr (ex parte Jones) Ste Gee 
a 
Middlesex, Bow Smith v Hall and anr court 


app 

Gloucestershire Hilsby v Wintle quarter case, 7 and 8 
Geo IV, ae es “oe 

Hertfordshire 


Nottinghamshire, ‘Notiingtans Denmark Magitrate's case county court deft’s 
Conk” Osim Court The Queen v Overton & ors Nisi for certiorari for 
isdemeanour 


indictment for m at instanee of deft Overton 
Kent, Greenwich In re B Societies Act, 1874, and In re Com- 
ies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re Kent & Surrey Permanent Benefit 
uilding Soc (Bartholomew's ) a court 
Same SamevSame (Morris’s ) county court 
Lancashire, Blackburn Ward.v soyes cours pltff’s appl 
Elamgebive, Southam ampton Copp v Son & anr —< 
Kent, G Grommets. In se Bel Societies re Com 
en reen' re * 
Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re Kent. & hn RE Re 9 
ldg Soc (Cole’ 8 appl) county court 
hire, Blackburn Waterworth & anr v Farnworth & eur county 
court pltffs’ appl 
ee , Southampton ee ee county court 
Se Cats Mena a ie tl 
v 
r Geran, ct) coy cat —_ 
ts’ app 
Kent, cose Bt ap Palmer v & Sons court. plt’s app 
Southampton Hawkins v ‘8 case. 
(expte Greetham) Nisi 
cach, BlackbaraS 
'sldg Soe pew vee ras 
co r 
coe Nantwich pry, be v Chester county court 
Bowes” he Queen v Gomminsonerfor Bartle Division (ox po Gibson) 
PDS aie mania to keer appeal 


London Downes v Johnson 
ee Sa ickton v Kinge (Blake, clat) county 


Toadies, Ws v Greenwood mane’: comet deft’s app. 
Middlesex, Brompton Delle take Geter, dnt county 


Mildlose? Shortitch Henry & Co v Smith & anr county court” defts’ 

The Royal Soc of The V &c of the 

Pari of 8¢ George sq & ors  Seasions, 19’ & 13 Viet. 
Cc. 8. 
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Revenve Papgr. 


Watson (Surveyor of Taxes), applt, and The Royal Insurance Oo, respts 
(c a v Nov 29, 1894) 
For Hearin 


&. 
Causes by English Information. 
Attorney-Gen v The Verderers of the New Forest & ors part heard 
Attorney-Gen v Newcomen (since dec) and ors part heard 
Attorney-Gen v Burder & aur ; 
Petition. 


In re Duty on the Estate of the late Sir T. Gresham part heard 
For Argument. 
Cases Stated as to Income Tax and Stamp Duty. 
Smith (Surveyor of Taxes), applt, and the Tonic Sol-fa College, ts 
The Allinnse Assurance Co, cont its, and Hue (Surveyor of _ deg 
The British Institute of Preventative Medicine, applts, and Styles 
(Surveyor of Taxes), respt 
The Committee of London Clearing Bankers, applts, and Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, respts 
Messrs Brown, Shipley & Co, applts, and Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, respts 








Warnino To inteNDING House Purcuasers AND Lessers.—Before pur- 
Sans < Ss my a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
o Victorie. brary Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND -DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Riaoaut.—April 5, at Stalheim, Watford, the wife of J. Kirkby Riggall, solicitor, of a 
Syuxs.—April 10, at Weymouth, the wife of Gustavus Phelps Symes, solicitor, of a 


MARRIAGES, 
Mactzay—Mawer.—. 16, at Holy Trini egy 
Oswell ae stan ~ Gusttanehion 





1 bper Chelsea, by the Rev. Canon 
Marion, widow of the late 


wer, hope te ent. 
Yarpizy—Bomy.—A) at + oo Blake Fete, : of 1 
‘Lincoln’s-inn, w, to Margaret Murray, third da’ of Maj Ner-dtamal 
— DEATHS. ‘ bead 


Brap.—Apeil 9, Charles Ellis Bird, The Mount, Addington, Weet Malling, and 26, Bedford- 


row, 
Crawrorp.—. 9 ‘ai Colwyn Bay, William Crawford, barrister-at-law, late of Head- 








Otp axp Rans Fins Insurance Poxrcres, &c., wanted to complete a 
— by letter, to A. R. O., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
VT. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Faivay, April 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luurep mr CHAaNcERY. 

A. Parenson & Sox, Lunrzp—Creditors are required, on or before May 29, to send their 
17, King st; Manchester of their debts or claims, to John Joseph Graham, 
Apvertisers’ ae! Lane IN  Tomanne). .—Creditors are ——_ on or 
before Saturday, Ny ded? and and f their 

debts or claims, to 


George 2, \ teeny . Doctors commons 
Bextoam Hemp Spixxive Co, qo n , on or weitne May 29, to 


names of their or to Jol osep! 
oe Seng and addresses, and f the ae claims, hn J h 
Graham, , st, Manchester 
Onoerance & GpErat™Creitr ace regi, ono before May 2, to wn th 
names and and of their debts or claims, to Arthur Harlow, 5, 
Bacnes, 65, Finsbury pavement, eolor to uidator 
Srixuixo Co, Luurzep—Creditors are required, on or before May 29, to send 
and particulars of their debts or claims, to John Joseph 


as pe eget, coe Whee © et Oe 
Old Jewry. Goode & Gor de, Beat ~ phy ey the db his 








Surrepmxe Avorion Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 2, ond Oe 
names and and particulars of of their debts debts or claims, to James Arbuckle 
Findlay, 20, Billiter 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Letcutow Buzzanp Unirep Brorugrty Benerit Socrery, Bell Hotel, Market sj, 
Leighton Buzzard, Beds. April 6 


London Gasette.—Tuzspay, April 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lunrzp 1 Cuanozry. 
aonemm 8 foe 7 Sirver ya yoy before ‘Vaughan W Willems 5 =n D 
resent ‘ before 
At, and 4, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for petner. “"Notios ca 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the f 


~~ = Disrreict Farmers’ Surriy Co, ag ee eet 2 required, on or before 
ous hk, to send their names and pasticalars of their debts or clains, to 
red Pilling, 20, Sinse sq, Bolton 
Pi Barry Coat Co, azo mouuivet, on or before May 31, to send 

in their names and addresses, and gergeaar of debts or claims, to John Arthur 

Hughes, 61, Vere st, Cadoxton-juxta-Barry 

Guise oe eae Laurrep—Creditors are on or before June 8, to send their 
eat or, and or claims, to Richard McNabb, 


the particulars of 
Within. Grama & Son, Pipe Ine, olor to luidator 


Cunnornens © Go tho Nema agen Pn ne ey ner & or before June 1 
and particulars of debts or claims toate Willa Bailey, 9 
oy og hs & 


Co Dr Foop Co, Lau fi winding hear 20, directed 
LLIns Digestive Foop — tied 
to be heard on ae Ma: Sah a Se “TGheapsid ee ae i for — 
Notice a ap} iene CSeepeide, 6 o’clock in the after- 
Dover Corrsz , Co, Liurrep —Creditors my uired, on or before May 16, to 
and claims, to George 


their names debts or 
Crowhurst Bubie, & A. Ewin, Dover, sclors to liquidator 


Exrtorine Co, Limrep (1x QuiDATION)—Creditors are req' ry ay July 31 

Belt, George Cawston, and John Mound. 19 8t Swithin’ lene. Haller & Oc 
‘8 

lane, solors to Co. and its liqui 3 . 


pet dl Conrractixe Co, Lumrep—Creditors are required, on or before ey 21, to send 
names and of their debte or claims, to Byduey William 
Sank ieee, Y 7, Union ct, Old 


ds 


- cS tx CHANCERY. 


Amoprtion InvesTMENT —% <3 "Lets & Bont om bY agg my aS 19, 
directed to be heard on woe 1. Ou, sans 
Notice J wast veach 6 o'clock . the after. after- 
noon of A April 30 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Cyrene, Sick mf Buaiat Frienpiy Bewerit Society, 56, Little Woolton st, W Derby, 


breapedt. A 

Ene ILL a" Farenpty Society, St Mary’s Mission Room, Shenstone st, 
Edge Hill, Liv: April 20 

Kentisn Unirep TONS 1zTY, North Kent, West st, Faversham, Kent. April 13 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette—Turspay, April 16. 
ae, Se eng we Gua, Yorks Mayi8 Blackledge v Barlow, Registrar, Liver- 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram, 

London Gazette.—Tuzspay, April 16. 
Atupim, Isaneiua Janz, Chelsea Junel Herbert, Cork st 
Arximsox, Tuomas, Kendal, Licensed Victualler June1 Cartmel, Kendal 
Campsex., James, Liverpool, Merchant May 31 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
Capps, Faepsrick Avavusrtvs, Ealing, Gent May 31 Pilley, Bedford row 
Cou.isTer, Josep Epwarp, Warlingham, Traveller May 16 Charles, Copthall avenue 
Gansipg, James, Oldham, Grocer May 21 Standring & Co, Rochdale 
Harnett, Many Anyz, Tunbridge Wells June1l Simpsons & Denham, Leeds 
Harvey, Any, Dalton, Northumbrid May 16 Peacock & Jaques, Manchester 
Hopxins, Cuar.es, Paddington green, Gent May 20 Bowman & Co, Bedford row 
Jenxins, Evan, Ystalyfera, Glam, China Dealer May 11 Morgan, Swansea 
Law er, Brincet, Wigan May12 Johnson, Wigan 
Nixon, Josern, Birkdale, Builder May 17 Betham, Southport 
Roperts, Hazniett, Gt Titchfield st May 20 Buxton & Co, Sackville st 
Rosrxsow, Jonx, Midhurst, Doctor May 9 Lucas, Midhurst 
Wisox, Jouy, Darnall, Yorks, Farmer June 1 Dransfield & Hodgkinson, Penistone 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. ) JonEs, Rowe Lown, Merthyr 


Tydfil, Cabman Merthyr | The following amended notices are substituted. for those 
” published in the London Gazette of April 9 


April 17 Oud April 17 
RECEIVING ORDERS. LittLewoop, Groree, Balsall Wheel Manufacturer | Boorn, Luxe, Handsworth, Outfitter Birmingham Pet 
ham Pet April 10 vi April 5 Ord April The name Eauyye Aung 
London Gasetie.—Faivay, April 19. MansHatt, CHaRLEs Henny Joux, Wi Walsall Pet Boors, which _—. in the original notice, has 
Fish Salesman High April 11 Ord A struck out of the 


Baxser, Josern, VU; 
Court 


pper Clapton, 
A 17 Martruews, Mary 
Pot April ir Ord April 4 a? 


Oe Shoe te Newport | Kays, Wit11am, Newcastle on 
on Tyne Pet 


Innkeeper Newcastle 
6 


as Sambrook, Farm: Stafford t and Ryde 6 Ord 

7 Ord J April 17 = 2 oe ot | oR a — vee thew Swansea age me 

pat. .f, Prey, LE sce FIRST MEETINGS. 
Ca ermouth, Pet ae 117 Bia ~ nee Auaxaxoma, Aldergate st HighCourt Pet einen BAD x“ april 29ati1 Bankruptey bldgs, 
bs rai Lowes Ord April 17 Picxerseitt, Joun, Swineshead, late Innkeeper Boston seit Sete Aemmawe, Did 
Pet April 17 Grd April 17 Batiey, Buliere dre Apel Bat 2.00 (a y am ot 


Geum, Granen, Bignay, soiee yA Court Pet April 17 

I cain De ye Tail High 
Court Bot Apel it Beval ore, ~ < 

Hoventrox & B8o: Builders High 
Court Pet . ai 


Joux Brpuzy, Burnley, Auctioneer Burnley 
sone Apel iy Ord Apel iy 


Roserts, — eye eye le Keeper Pem- 
broke Dock Pet April 
eer -- somm, Notting Hill High Go Court Pet March 9 
Witson, af and James Witu1aAmM a 
Boot April 11 Ord April 11 
Waricut & Hunrer, St John’s Wood, Builders High 
Court April 11 





Pet Feb 14 Ord 





Buenipon, Wrenn y Dllge Garey April 26 at 
end, Hatter April 30 at il 


Craver, _Bankruptey Dds, Mowbray, Baker April 
29 at 12.30 Waa, Melton Mowbray, Ba 


v4, Tuomas bldg, 





nan @e wt (OhehCUlhllOt a ee ae ee ee 


aww mm @ 











wry 
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“ 
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Davies, pe = Soe Som Baker April 26 at 12 Bargs & Boxe, 8D Stes. Sagan Dews- Crmere & Remdtord, Stat 3 opegt es: 
Daviny isha Blsvon . Boot 3 er April 2at3 Of 7. &. Bie ate Leicester, Hosiery Factor Leicester fun Butcher 1 atil Ree, 


65, High st, Merthyr Tyafl 
Davizs, Saran AnnE, Guano. Butter Merchant April 


@ati2 Off 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Davizs, Tomas, tairtalhaiarn, Victualler 
April 29 at 3.15 Royal Hotel, Rhyl 
eeper April 26 at 2 


Dyzar, a Eowty, 
Sanders & Son, High Saatale 


Exv.s, Enea Jon, 1 — Grocer y <A 30 at 12.30 
wee Fuonas ts, Loeb 82, High st, 
R, 


Gunter, THomas phd Briton Ferry, Grocer April 29 
at 12 Off Rec, 31, A ieenhey, Pant Swansea 
bs may April 29 at 





Tattanon yrange 
Henan] Hopsow, pect a Grocer rte 2@atili 10, 
11.30 Henry C Tombs, Off Rec, 82, High st. 
Of e M 
Jours, RowAnd, Southport, Boot Dealer April 30at2 Off 
atil Off lane, Ne 
Marruews, Mary Ans, ‘Oxford, Shoemaker April 29 at 
80 at12 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Peter’s “Church walk, No 
Grocer April 27 at 12 Off 
Horas. nig Pontypridd, Greengrocer April 26at3 Off 


24, Railway 
Athenseum terrace, Pl 
Jack, J MoIvnes, 8 Win t April 26 at 2 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
April 29 
tava, Epwarp James, Truro, Florist oh 
11 19, Quay st, Newport. 
Moors, Epear, James ices and Joun Wittiam Moore, 
Reo, 8t 
a — 
66, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


eer Rosert, New Swindon ¢ Coal Dealer A; 30 at 
, 31, Alexandra rd, Sevens 

Kays, Wi 1am, Newcastle on Tyne, rape 

Ree, Pink weastle e 

29 at 12.30 
ff Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
Mz.iowig, Tuomas Josepn, Ipswich, Coal Merchant April 
Arnold, Notts, Hosiers April 26 at 3.30 

Alexandra rd, Swansea 

e....1, my ee Sueruenp, Chatham, Pattern Maker May 


Zat 11.30 Off Rec, 149, High st. Rochester 

Riosarps, WILu1aAM SELWYN, Tianthidian Pee Farmer April 
26 at 3 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Savius, aoa Birstal, Farmer April 26at3 Off Reo, 

ok brs, Batl ans, 

Smarr, Wave St Al Coal Merchant April 29 at 
8 88, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

om, S Samugt, Phe elder, and Samus. Surra, the younger, 

tafford, Hauliers April 26 at 10.30 Wright & West- 

head, St Martin’s place, Stafford 

Sraprteron, George Henry Porter, Ufford, Farmer May 
6 at 12 Law Courts, New rd Peterborough 

SrockpauLe, Raura Epwarp, Leeds, Clerk April 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

SToKEs, Section: Cuarues, Leicester, _Febtion April 
26at3 Off Rec, 1, Berri oe 


Tuovow, AuyRep AsrrNatt, dy Theatre Manager 
May 6 at 11.30 Off Reo, 149, High st, Rochester 

Tuomas, Jonx, Ebbw Vale, Mon, April 29 at 12 
0: , 65, High ot, Marth 


thyr Tydfil 
WEstoort, "ALFRED by = a eymouth, Tailor April 26 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Salis — 


ADTUDICATIONS. 

Baseme, Joseru, Upper Clapton, Fish Salesman h 
. ast Bet Ages aos iF Hig 
m.... pwakrp, Sambroo! armer Stafford Pet A: 

17 Ord April i7 = 
Bairreon, ALrrep Jouy, Lowestoft, Smackmaster Great 
Yarmouth Pet April17 Ord April 17 
Cartizr, Lupovic, nee, Gent High Court Pet 
Ci ste 5 Oaee oe Strand, H: h 
ae “8. ENRY, atter Court Pet 
a, | ee 
aan EORGE, , Tailor Court A 1 
“Gh aget “y “Ss 


war xt Tattenhall, Tailor Chester Pet March 
30 
Hanuis, Anruvs | ES, Gower st, Auctioneer High 


manne Senda Nor Gord, agrver High 
ABEISON, Joun Josern, New Oxford st. ver 
Court’ Pet March 1 4 


a Joun Sypwey, yay Auctioneer Burnley 
‘et April 17 Ord April 17 
Joni —_ Lewis, Swansea, Cabman Merthyr Tydfil 


Wi 9 Ord April 17 
Ker) raat — Bread st High Court Pet March 
ll 


Siemon’ Wauas Cartes, and Frepsricx James 
High Court * 


Denner, Wood st sq, Silk ‘pes, 
Pet March 20 Ord April 11 

Kyox, Henry Avovustus, Tufnell Park rd, Hardware 
Merchant ~ High Court Ord March 29 Ord April 11 

Marruews, Mary Any, Oxford, Shoe Maker Ryde 
Pet — 17 Ord April 17 

saneem, ym ty Clun, Farmer Leominster Pet’ 

17 

Puen Henrpert, Wellington Madeley Pet March 30 
Ord April 17 

Poseea Joux, Swineshead, Innkeeper Boston Ord 

17 


Tuomas, Groras Acs, aed pavement High Court 
Pet Feb 14 Ord A 

Tucker, ADELAIDE nel Witnetsma, De Vere 
yw enery Proprietor High Court Pet March 27 


Wuire, Aurrep, Forest _— Builder High Court Pet 
March 5 Ord as 

Wirsox, Harry, James Wittiam Arxinson, Leeds 
Boot Manufacturers Leeds Pet April 11 Ord 
April 11 

London Gasette.—Turspay, April 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Arxins, Henry, Hazlewood, Farmer Bradford Pet April 

19 Ord April 19 


Baker, rom cet, Bridgemary Portsmouth Pet April 
7 


Bagxenr, James Seon ppeomen, 1 ae Stationer 
Birkenhead Pet April 18 Ord April 


menue , Bishops Stortford, Dressmaker Hertford 
Pet 17 pate mg 17 
Bemrosz, “Ord Ape Confectioner Gt 


Leadenhall 
on 18 Ord 18 
Brooxssank, Cua or 
april 19” Ord 
Brown, CHARLES, Hairdresser Truro Pet 


Cuan 7 Bob Ape Grd A ‘rd Apel 1s 2, 


Coccarut, ABEL, 
Pet 17 Ord 

Comper, Josera, Barrow in hana Tailor Ulverston 
Pet March 18 


Craven, Daw Ratouirrs, pom, Cloth Looker Burnley 
Pet April18 Ord April 18 





SS Seis eae 
Pa Pee Apeli?. Ord April 17 Bhipenith Scarborough 
Epwarps, Tuomas. Ferndale, Collier Pontypridd Pet 

April 17 om see Ww - 

Fow.er & Co, Percrvat, St Helen’s pl, Iron Merchants 
Court Pet March 25 Ord 19 
Fownes, AgtHUR pone Portland rd, Jobmaster High 
Pet March 30 Ord April 19 
_— suas, atu — Wandsworth Pet 
Quit, io Candlesby, Grocer Boston Pet April 
~ Oa Pwr y Bradford, 
2g ee ea Ba 
Hau, Epuvunp. mg oR ty 
April 19 Ord 


Hamyett, CHARLES wiieeax,, Dalal 
ufavturer 


Pet Apel 38 aa 


18 
Havens Joux, and Fraxx peer geen Bournemouth, 
Builders Puole Pet April19 Ord 19 


Hicks, asus. +m Fowey, Traro Pet 
18 
Guivrcra, Liant 
Howe Daler Newtown 19° Ord ‘Ort Ape 0 ria 
Jonzs, EvizapeTa x Arn, Lana 3 re 
Listsr, Freperick, Bradford 
Pet April 19 Oa 


Loxe, pt, Farm Bailiff Norwich Pet 
, + Eomane, De | 
Magtiws, CuaRuEs 3 =| 


mee Pat March, 2 dy pee 1 ed 


PALFRAMAN, ¢ pelican York Pet As t April 20 
PALMER, ll Marwan, § Colchester, Bootmaker Col- 


chester Pet April 18 18 
Puuasxoros, Tuomas, Wigan, Wigen Butcher Wigan Pet April 


Ord 
Sipyry, 2 Ord Ape is Tunbridge Wells Pet 
Sree Henry wazk High Court Pet Feb 27 
Storey, Ravrx, Ouston, Horsekeeper Durham Pet April 
20 Ord April 20 
Gees, s ALBERT, be pe a , Linendraper High Court 
ae tet clam, Baker Wandsworth Pet 
sranvon, Exvizaseru, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet 
ay , Aran Hows Winford, Corn Factor Bristol 
Toa 7 , Pattern Maker Burnley Pet 
Town, Janae, Westbourne, General Dealer Brighton 
Waren TLSON, Sut Merchant Man- 
pn gt ee 


Corset Manufac- 
Warrenony, Aus AT Pot Apel 1 Ord Aoeil 18" 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avstix, Wri11am Jony, Builder May at 


row, 
=e ‘Baker 4 at 12 Off Rec, 


pasta heveraan oe ee ee Merchant April 30 


eR . Bt ~ nee, Basta Fish. 4-4 April 30 
enue entra ge a ay Employee May 
Bracapour, Bows Cleckheaton, Card ufacturer May 


Off Rec, Manor row, Bradford 
sate , Outfitter May3 atll 23, 


ore row, Birmingham 
De een $0 et Sat en 06, Temple chanbes, 
a Es 








Cunsewatt, Bacnvitis Bawoss, Solicitor April 30 at 2.30 


Tnnkeoper April 90 at 


De ett iota bilagha, Ou Sran sates 
Dous, Onom, Story sn April 30 
gaan Encen een, ‘anner May 1 at 10.30 Off 
GwixxetH, Jonny, ee a April 30 at 2 





me ei oo 

Bae, Wenn wae = oe Firz Henpsert, 
i oh i 

Hewes, Horace Eanest 

eS 3 1. Off Rec, 31, 


Ma Cuaries Axrnony Ricnaxp, Chandler 
at 2.30 Off Chapel st, Preston 
so Stoke Mer Provision Merchant 

May at 2.90 ‘Bankruptcy Carey st x, Moser, 
—— musm Heysy, itt lh Of Beo, 3 
Manor row 
Murray, irises Haxsx, Manchester Piusle Zensher 


May 1 at 2.45 eesyechaben, Bridge. st, Ma- 


Netualiet | Pauranan, Orurr, Wistow, vom Farmer May 2 at 


Patusr, Wii114m Harw. 


, Bootmaker May 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Henny. with Storriths, Farmer Brad- 
Arnie Pet April 17 Ord 19 
x ‘April Ne Ord April ed 
March 20 Ord 18 
Base Sina Pet 18 Ord April 19 


Oe 7 

Buanons, Geoney , Confectioner 
Gt Grimaby it Ord Apel mi 

Dee aie soy. 

Bomeridge Wells Pet 19 sich 

Baogee 19’ Ord Apel 19 


April 8 Ord April 20 
“Besa, 2 
yo 
































































i 
} 
t 
: 
: 
1 
j 
| 
j 
iH 
a 
: 

























THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





April 27, 1895. 








ate bey" a, Ferndale ie, Collier Pontypridd Pet 

17 7 

Estasroox, CHar.es Be my otienteda, Dentist 
Halifax Pet A) Ord April 18 

A Grocer Boston Pet April 


Gaerosos, Frepenicx Ho.eare, Bradford, Commission 


Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
Hatt, oer Ey ne Coachman Cheltenham 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
Hamyert, Cuaries Henny, Birmingham, Umbrella Manu- 
fi Birmingham Pet April 18 Ord April 18 
Havywarp, Jonx, my Fraxx Haywarp, Bournemouth, 
Builders Poole Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
Hicks, b iy = Avoustix, Fowey, Saddler Truro Pet 
A 17 19 


Licensed Victualler 


Gittiat, Groner, 
18 Ord April 


Jones, Evizanera Any, Lianelly, 
Carmarthen Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
Lazenny, Grorar, Bristol, Connenneial Traveller Bristol 
Pet March 4 Ord April 15 
coarse, ee Bradford, Wool Merchant Bradford 
19 Ord April 19 
Giicaees + Basin, Holmer, Cattle Dealer Hereford Pet 
April 1 April 20 


Paumuer, ni Haywarp, Colchester, Boot Maker 

Colchester Pet Aprili8 Ord April 18 

Pi.xinetox, bm 5-4 igan, Butcher Wigan Pet April 
Ord 2A 


7 
Pow aay 2 aoe pty Tr =ee, Innkeeper Merthyr Tydfil 
3 ot April 19 
Warn and E:ten River, petoat, Drapers 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
Browns, J ens, Jo Farpenick, Tottenham, Dairyman Edmon- 
ton Pet April 11 Ord April 18 
Sronry, Raven, Horsekeeper Durham Pet April 
20 Ord April 


Suuiivay, Sternen, Clapham, Baker Wandsworth Pet 
April 17 Ord April 18 


Riven, 


Symonps, ExizaBers, | enreang Baker Hereford Pet 
April 17 Ord A) 

Tunstn, Onanane, ley, Pattern Maker Burnley Pet 
19 Ord A 


Townsend, ae extbourne, General Dealer Brighton 
ny ‘Gonaet, Li 
Wane, th Licensed Victualler Newcastle 


March 30 Ord April # 
Whar, oT * eee: Farmer Boston Pet April 8 
Ord April 18 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


April 29.—Mesars. Cuartes & Turns, at the Mart, E.C., at 
2 o'clock, enna. Business Premises (see advertise- 
ment, April 20, 

April 30.— Messrs Driven & Co., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
jae | Freehold Ground-Rents and Freehold Properties 


einen Se 13, p. 4; April 20, p. 420). 

Ms 2.—Mesers. H ‘osTeR & CRaNriEip, at the Mart, 

a2 C., at 2 o’clock, Absolute 1" FE Life Interests, 
Policies of , 8 , and a Royal Albert Hall 

Box (see advertisements, this week, p. 4). 








All letters intended Pa publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

en * experienced in procuring the 
Journal regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
leer} office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 





AUCTION SALES. 


ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 

take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 

every description of House Property. Printed terms can 

be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 

Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 

attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices, 
64, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


To EXECUTORS.—VALUATIONS. 


ESSRS. CHANCELLOR & SONS 
undertake VALUATIONS for Probate and all 


other in “age or country. 
‘budion, Ite and Valuation offices, 1, King-street, 
Richmond. Tok offices at Ascot and Sunningdale, Berks. 











IREADWELL & WRIGHT, of Deberenx- 
court, Temple, W.C., Legal and General gg 3 
Writers, are Big rr the ee begun b 


TREADWELL in ten Transcripts ; 
and General erring at Stationers cr Cire 
‘or Emergencies 


PALACE GATE HOUSE, KENSINGTON. 


By Order of the Executors of the late John Forster 
(Biographer of Dickens). 


yess. GLASIER & SONS will BELL, 
by AUCTION, at the MART, on bsp 
MAY 8, at TWO, in Two Lots, the important F REEHOLD 
MANSION, known as Palace Gate House, as above, built 
by Messrs. Cubitt & Co., commanding views over the 
gardens and Hyde-park, and occupying an unriv 
position in this fashionable locality, and containing 
the usual bed-room accommodation, bath-room, 
&c., double drawing-room, with broad balcony, and 
opening into elegant a, fted ante-room, second con- 
aga , billiard-room, fitted — re vestibule, 
loft (24ft. by 12ft.) _—— morning-room. 
noble - (30ft. by oon, by 16ft. 6in. ’ high), with oak 
lery extending all round it 8ft.. 9in. from the floor, 





vatory, &c., principal and y The 
domestic offices are ample and well arran also the 
Freehold stables, No. 1a, Canning-place.— + be viewed 


between the hours of Three and Five, and pootiedions had 
of Messrs. Farrer & Co., Solicitors, 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
W.C.; at the Mart; and of the Auctioneers, 7, St.James’s- 
street, 8. W. 


‘ISLINGTON. 

A very safe investment for 28 years, being a thoroughly 
secured clear PROFIT RENTAL of £156 per Annum, in 
two ag ener — —~—\eapeaing reversion to large increase 
for the last nin 

MESSES. ROBERT TIDEY & SON beg 

to call attention to the above LAR 37), which a! 
will include in their SALE at the MAY 
next. 

Particulars, &c., of Messrs. Birt & ow 9 a, 

Town Hall-chambers, Southwark ; or of the Auctioneers, 

198, Essex-road, gton. 


T, on 


By direction of the Executors of the lai late Mrs. R. Pryor. 
REIGATE. 


‘“HILLBROW,” a charming Freehold Residence, midway 
between Reigate and Red Hill, on a gravelly soil 350 ft. 
above the sea, with a bracing climate and pleasant views. 
The house is built of stone, with tiled roof, and contains 
spacious hall, three reception rooms, ten bedchambers, 
bath room, two dressin rooms, and good offices, conser- 
vatory, excellent stabling, charming pleasure unds, 
kitchen gardens, graperies, and a meadow with farmery. 
The Property comprises upwards of four acres studded 
with stately oaks, and fone one of the most attractive 
residences in this favourite locality. Reigate and Red 
Hill Railway Stations are each distant a mile, and 
London is a t oo ride of the door. Tobe 


SOLD by 5 HN 
ESSR rT OH LEES & BURCHELL, 
at the ae Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on FRIDAY, 
the 17th day of MAY, at TWELVE for ONE 0 ’clock, in One 
Lot, with possession. e house is in very nice order, 
having been occupied for upwards of 20 years by the late 
owner. 

Particulars may be had of Messrs. Janson, Cobb, Pearson, 
& Co., Solicitors, 41, Finsbury-circus, E.C.; and of Messrs. 
John Lees & Burchell, Auctioneers and Land Agents, 
Reigate and Wool Exchange, Coleman-street, E.C. 


SALE APPOINTMENTS FOR 1895. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


means. | S. re FOSTER & CRANFIELD 

(su Marsh, Milner, & Co.) conduct 
PERIODICAL f BALES on the first Thursday in each 
month throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 


yard, E.C. 
REVERSION 8 (Absolute a Contingent). 
Life Interests and Annuities. 
Life Policies. 
Shares and Debentures. 
Mo Debts and Bonds, and 
Kin Interests. 


Sales of Estates, Town. and Country Houses, Building 
Land, Investments, Ground-rents, Business Premises, &e., 
will also be held every month. The following are the dates 
fixed for 1896 :— 


May 2. | July 17. | October 16. 
May 15. August 1. November 7. 
June 6. August 14. Movember ~ 
June 19. Septemb 





J aly October 3. | ene aed i 
endors and purchasers are invited to communicate with 
the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, London, E.C, 


SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1895. . 
ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. beg to announce that the following 

tobe held been fixed for their SALES during the year 1895, 
held at the Auction n Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the 
oo E.C.: 











sa Thurs., July 11 ! 

Wed., "Mar i Thurs., July 18 | = ars, Og 10. 10 

Thurs., May 30 Thurs., July 25 Thurs. -y Oct, 

Thurs., June 6 urs., Aug. 1 Thurs., Nov. a 

Thurs., June 13 Thurs., Aug. 15 Thurs., Nov. 28 

Wed., June 19 Thurs., Aug. 29 Thurs., Dec. 5 

Thurs., June 27 Thurs., Sept. 12 Thurs., Dec. 12 
Other nae ReEES for immediate Sales will also be 


arrang: 
Messrs. Farebrother Ellis, Clark, & Co. publish in any 
advertisement columns of “‘The Times” every Sat 
a list of their forthcoming Sales by Auction. They 
also issue from time to time schedules of properties ie be let 
or sold, com: aang eee and residential estates, farms, 
freehold and leasehold houses, City offices and warehouses, 
Forward -— investments generally, which will be 
rwarded free of charge o 
‘Temple-bar, and 18, Ola 





-street, E.C. 


ication.— No. 29, Fleet- 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1895. 


FARMER, Py RIDG a 
B EWATER announce 
ban, and - oon — Cree 
Building Land, -Rents, Advowsons, versi 
er Properties will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
land, in the City of London, as follows: — 
Tues., Tues., June 25 Tues., Aug. 13 
Tues., Tues., July 2 Tues., Aug. 20 
Tues., May la Tues., July 9 Tues., Oct. 8 
Tues., May 21 Tues., July 16 Tues., Oct. 22 
Tues., May 28 Tues., July 23 Tues., Nov. 5 
Tues., June 11 Tues., July r Tues., Nov. 19 
Tues., June 18 Tues., Aug. 6 Tues., .8 
B auctions can also be held on other 


y arrangement, 
days, in = ee ay Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, 
Farmer, undertake Sales and Valuations 
for Probate and sty purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 
Ws oxy Timber, &c. 

DET. - LISTS OF yf gn Estates, 
Sporting ey Residences, Shops, and Business Pre- 
mises to be Let or Sold ys pg ope are published on 
ik SS of each math, ond con Be obtained cf Messrs. 








ener Px cag, ; ee ay “wy, tokqeee, 
phone No. 1,598 
MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 


Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


A UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
aay meee yp arm Ci on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month ’ on other days as occasion 
may require. 
STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, NegotiatioS 
Mortgages, Receiverships i in 
of Furniture and Stock, 
printed Lists of House 


Ground-Rents fon dale 
and Houses, &c., to be Let, — 


on the ist of each 


month, and can be had oS, lication or free by 
post for two = or insertion. Tele- 
graphic address, ‘‘Servabo. L 


THE CHEQUE | BANK, LIMITED. 


(ESTABLISHED 1878.) 


CAPITAL - - -+= = £500,000. 
Trustee—Tux Most Hon. Tue Marquess or TweEeppa.e. 
Bankers—Tuz Bank or EnGuanp. 

Solicitors having to remit Dividends and small sums of 
money to their Clients either at home or abroad should 
use the Cheque Bank System, which is the cheapest and 
most useful form of remittance, as Cheque Bank Cheques 
are taken as cash throughout ‘the world. 

CURRENT ACCOUNTS OPENED. NO CHARGES. 
DEPOSITS RECEIVED AT INTEREST. 


For full particulars Spply A-4 the 


Tue Cuzgue Bank, 
4, WarerLoo Pace, 
Lonvow, 8.W. 
City Address : 93, Bisngpse ate Wirat, E.C. 


‘ORIENT COMPANY'S "S PLEASURE CRUISES. 


The Steamship “ GARONNE,” 3,876 tons register, 
now on a cruise to the 
MepireeRaAngan and ApgiaTIo, 

will leave Venice on the 10th May for Tarzsre, Racusa, 
Corru, Mavta, Pur.urrevitie, ALaiens, and GipraLrTar, 
arriving at Lon ndon 29th =. 

Passengers embarking at Venice should leave London not 
later than by the 11 a.m. train on 8th May. Fare, in- 
oes First-Class railway ticket from iain to Venice, 


87 guineas. 
81 band, electric light, electric bells, hot and cold 
baths, h-class cuisine. 

Managers: F. Green & Co. ; Anderson, Anderson, & Co. 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 


For passage ap; y to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, London, E.C.; or to the West-end Branch Office, 
16, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Ade MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Jadbsal Bench, Corporation ot Landon an 








ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
and Gowns for Registrars, Town, 
erks, and Clerks of the Peace. z 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Law Wi 

















